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OL. I. Preface, page vii. 1. 7. for never read ever ; 
p- xi. 1. 17. expunge the word this; p. 62.1. 
21. read furnifh; p. 75. 1. #6. read received ; p- 103. 
ly 5. for /ome wholly, r. fince wholly ; p- 189. lL. 14, 
r. encouraged; p. 212. 1. 8.x. having taken s p, 224. 
1. 3. for 7th of April, r. rath of March. See p. 273. 
19. P. 314.1. 12. for de, r. her husband ; P- 345. 
1. 15. read, who was in London, and but lately releafed 
out of the tower there, in which fhe had_ been kept pri- 
foner by good Q. Elizabeth, from the time it was firft 
reported that the Queen of Scots was to marry her fon, 
till after he was got murdered. 
VOL. I. p. 24. 1. 29. for ces, read fes ; p. ult. 1. ult. 
for vi. r. 17. 
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WAVING formed a defion of writ- 
Hing the life of Mary Queen of 
= Scots, my firft care was to colle& a 
confiderable quantity of original and authen- 
tick papers, relating to the more important 
tranfactions during that period: And, when 
1 began to range thefe in fome order, and to 
Weigh their importance, how far they might 
tend, jointly or feparately, to clear doubts 
or controverfies about any material tranfadti« 
ons or fats that have hitherto ‘continued to 
be points of difpute, I foon perceived that 
the chief controverfy, ftill fo keenly kept up 
with regard to the condué of that Princefs, 
namely, Whether fhe was guilty of her 
" fecond husband’s murder, was-a matter that 
might be eafily fettled with certainty; and 
required neither fo great labour, nor fo deep 
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difquifition, as hath been commonly ima- 
gined. 

At the fame time I found that moft of the 
other remarkable events during her life and 
reign, had both arifen from caufes and mo- 
tives, and been conduéted in a manner quite 
different from what is related either by our own 
hiftorians, or thofe of our neighbouring nati- 


% 
‘ons.’ But'to give adetail of the whole, and to 


fupport all by proper and fufficient vouch- 
ers, is a task of no {mall labour and difficulty, 
as every one will perceive, who confiders the 
great and ftrange events that then happened 
in our kingdom : ‘The wars with the Englifp: 
The murder of Cardinal Beatgn, at the-inft 
gation of the court of England: ‘The reforma 
tion, begun upon the Queen’ s firft marriage : 
The domeftick infurreétions, fupported by 
foreign fuccours, by which that reformation 
was eftablithen: The rebellion.on occafion of 
the Queen’s fecond marriage: The murder 
of her fecretary for foreign affairs, in her ve- 
ry prefence: ‘The King’s murder: The re: 
bellion upon her third marriage, by which 
fhe. herfelf was dethroned. and imprifoned : 
Her efcape, and her fijght.to Bugland; and 
the abominable. confederacy betwixt that 
nation and her own rebels, in- order. to 
blacken her with her husband’s murder, at 
their wicked fham conferences: "The mas 
nagement 


The PREFACE. iti 


nagement of thefe conferences: The civil wars 
that afterwards arofe in Scotland ; and, laftly, 
the murdering of the Queen herfelf in Eing- 
land: 'Thefe form a chain’ of very extraor- 
dinary events, every link fore’d by dark con- 
trivance; and the events themfelves fo un- 
ufual, that it is hard to conceive how they 
could have happened. Some of the for- 
ner parts indeed have been very well han- 
dled already by Bifhop Robert Keith in his 
hiftory of the reformation: But even during 
the period of which he treats, there ftill re- 
main in the dark a great many things that 
are very neceflary to be known, tho’, who- 
ever will attempt the clearing them, will find 
himfelf extremely beholden to the Bifhop’s la= 
bours. 

My neceflary avocations, and other rea- 
fons, have not hitherto left me leifure to 
profecute all thefe things in a proper manner, 
which neverthelefs was, and {till is my inten- 
tion, if it fhall pleafe God to continue my 
life and health. But becaufe I am not cer- 
tain how foon I may be able to do the whole, 
IT thought it might be acceptable, in the mean 
time, to attempt that momentous point con- 
cerning the Queen’s guilt in the murder of 
her husband, and to cut, or rather unty this 
puzzling knot, which has been efteemed, as it 

aif were; 


ey ov Heer. 


a 


iv Th PREFACE. 


ee re 


— 


ETO cece ereorersree creer wena See aetirne iain ae 
C /£ - fe = 2 an nn = P — 3 . 


were, the chief circumftance upon which the 


whole hiftory is made to depend. 
A fecond reafon that determined me to this 


enterprize, is, that altho’ one were pofleft of 
leifure fufficient for the whole, yet whoever 
would undertake it, mutt find himfelf obliged 
to endeavour in a fpecial manner to have that 
matter fet in a clear light ; which yet by its 
very nature cannot eafily be performed, to 
one’s conviction, in pure hiftorical narrative, 
but rather requires to be done apart; becaufe, 
in the light wherein it appears to me, it is to 
be attempted by a kind of obvious and eafy 
criticifm, and not by declamation. 

For the refolution of that difpute depends 
entirely upon another queftion, viz. Whether 
fome paltry French letters, which the Queen’s 
traitors {wore to be written by her, are genuine 
or not : And behold, upon examination, to my 
great aftonifhment, I difcovered in them more 
ample and_palpable marks and evidences of for- 
gery, than one could readily have imagined. 
Upon further enquiry,! found another feparate 
andindependent proof of the forgery, from the 
publick records, By them it appears, that the 
Queen had not yet come to Glafgow, when 
the firft letter, had it been hers, behoved to 
have been written from thence;. nor did fhe 
inthe whole tarry there fo many days as are 
plainly mentioned in that letter as paft,She on- 


ly 
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ly arrived at that town upon Saturday the 2 sth 
of Fanuary, and in the morning of that very 
day is the fecond letter dated from thence, 

Thefe letters were the only proof that 
the Earls of Murray, Morton, and Lenox, did 
ever pretendto have againft the Queen ; and 
on them alone the whole ftrefs of the caufe 
refteth to this very day. Of what importance 
they were efteemed, and what pains were ta: 
ken to fix them upon Queen Mary, not on: 
ly by thefe men, but alfoby Q. Elizabeth and 
the court of Ezgland, may well appear by the 
many papers in the appendix here fubjoined ; 
almoft all of which are principally defigned to 
that end, or relate to thefe letters one way or 
other. And ever fince that time, all thefe 
who, through intereft or prejudice, have las 
boured to defame the unfortunate Queen, 
have regarded them as moft precious jewels 
which they wou’d not, on any confideration, 
have parted with. 

Of this we have a remarkable inftance, 
from a kind of fociety in and about Edinburgh, 
formed about xxxvi. years ago, and whofe 
profefs’d purpofe was to decry the chara@er 
of that amiable Princefs. This was the very 
bond of their confederacy : This the only 
{cope of their inftitution. Thefe men, in an a- 
bridgment of their Jong labour, that is hand- 
ed about, give us an account of their per- 
formance ; 
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formance ; and the fpecimen of their third 
book begins thus; : 

« BOOK II, An account. of the Earl 
« of Bothwell ;, how-he came firft into the 
«: Queen’s favour, after the death of Rzzzé. 
«© Her inordinate love for him, and hatred 
«© of her husband. A narrative of their .a- 
«© mours ;)and the reafonable fufpicion of 
«‘ their joint confpiracy againft the King’s 
<¢ life; with the fteps that: were taken to- 
‘¢ wards his murder.” 

‘<<’ Here, fay they, the letters that paffed 
« between Q. Mary and Bothwell are to 
<* be mentioned, with the fubje& and im- 
« port of them, to prepare the reader for the 
« difcovery that was made before the En- 
«< glifo commiflioners, at the conferences 
‘¢ held afterwards in Lxgland ; where fur- 
“¢ ther notice will be taken of thefe letters. 
« There will be a more perfe& and exa& 
<¢ account of that murder than has been hi- 
‘ therto publifhed ;. with feveral circumftan- 
‘¢ ces and events that followed, &’c. 

At how great expence would fome be plea- 
fed to purchafe all thefe mighty -difcoveries ! 
And yet, fuch is the, incredulity of fome a- 
mongft us, and thefe too, in other refpetts, 
neither owls nor buzzards, that’ they will not 
allow, that any of thefe things can be made 
appear ; but are ever and anon ‘crying out, 
with 
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with thofe hardened men, Q. Mary’s com: 
miflioners;in their anfwer to Murray, ‘* That 
thefe. horrible faéts were neither then, Or 
fince ever proved; nor hall at any time 
“¢ hereafter be proved.” Alledging befides, 
“ "That thefe men neither had, nor have, not 
fever will have any thing to fay to the pur- 
pofe ; but that all, on-their part, is mere 
empty sbravade, or, at moft, an impotent 
attempt, as the proverb has-it 
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To help their lame dog o'er >the file. 


The fociety will no doubt: do themfelveg 
juftice, if thefe Men have injured' them. As 
for me, I draw inthe fame yoke with ‘them: 
felves, even to prepare the reader for the 
letters, and the difcoveries made in England: 

But the bare mentioning thefe- letters wil] 
not now, I prefume, be found fuflicient, unlefs 
they can alfo defend them, They will theres 
fore at laft find themfelves conftrained in ho- 
nour to take up the labouring oar,and ftand on 
the defenfive.: Or, if they aré not able to 
manage it, their integrity thould oblige them 
to difclaim their letters, as publickly at leat, 
as they have defamed the belt of Queens 
by their, believing in them. 

Some perfons belonging to’ that frater- 
nity have been very importunate with me 
about 
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about this matter ; one: calling loudly, ' that T 


fhould, without delay, produce for his fatis- 
faction what I could fay againft thefe letters : 


' Another threatning what he would do, if I 


durft appear againft them; anda third would 
needs before hand anfwer what I had to fay, 

They may take what method fhall to them 
feem beft; for that is all one 'to me: But 
they muft excufe me for thinking, that as I 
had then made no promife'to that effect, el- 
ther to them or to any body elfe, they had 
no right to.call wpon.me in their manner. 
Their demands however are at laft complied 
with. I have expofed thefe letters, in all the 
languages in which I could find them, to the 
view and feorn of men, and have pointed out 
the moft material marks of the forgery that 
occurred to me, which I wilh may be done to 
their fatisfaction. 

I had purpofed to meddle with nothing 
at prefent befides the letters, as the rea: 
der will readily perceive, becaufe in the col- 
JeGtion at the end, he will find no papers re+ 
lating originally to other matters. Yet by per- 
fuafion of thofe whofe judgment I much e: 


fteem, I have added fomewhat further cons 


cerning the contrivers and executers of the 
murder of the King; and whether it is likely, 
or probable, that the Earl of Bothwell was 


either principal or afliftant in that fa&: As 
alfe 


alfo,a brief aecount of the conferences at 
York and Weftminfter, which had been im- 
perfectly and unfairly publified by ames 
~Anderfon ; who hath given nothing of them 
after the 21ft of December, excepting the 
proteftation by the Earls of Huntly and 4r- 
gyle, with Murray’s fhuffiing anfwer, which 
he thought would be fufficient to refute it, 
So that with him are not to be found; 

1. The anfwers to Murray’s folemn pro: 
teftation, and to his accufation of the Queen, 
called the e7h, 

2. The accufation of Murray and his com: 
plices, for murdering the King, 

3. The challenges that paft betwixt them 
and Lord Herries upon that account, 

4. The fhifts and evafions ufed by Queen 
Llizabeth and the court of England, in con- 
junction with Murray, to fimother or palliate 
that accufation. 3 

5. The papers by which it appears that 
neither Queen Mary, nor her commiftioners 
could ever obtain a fight of thefe letters, nor 
yet copies of them, tho’ they feveral times 
demanded them of Queen Elizabeth and her 
court. 

6. He conceals Cecil’s projects, dated the 
22d of December and 7th of Fanuary, which 
difclofe no {mall matters, | 
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And even before the time at which he 
breaks off, he omits, 

7. Murray’s Note to Middlemore, the 8th 
of Fune, reciting his former offer to bring his ° 
accufation againft the Queen his Sovereign 
and fitter ; his doubts of the fufficiency of the 
very letters to Bothwell, for verifying his 
accufation; and telling how he had, even be: - 
fore that time, fent a tranflation of them to 
London, to be confidered there, whether they 
might ftand or fall; prove or not. “Fhen ma- 
king a bargain with Queen Elizabeth, that 
if fhe will keep him in the government of 
Scotland, he will lead the accufation, and en- 
deavour to prove it, in order to give Eliza- 
beth a pretext for detaining Queen Mary, 
and at laft murdering her. 

8, With the like ingenuity he paffeth over 
Q. Elizabeth's letter to her commiffioners, 
gisth Oober, in which fhe plainly opens her 
refolution before-hand, that Queen Mary’s 
caufe fhould have no good fuccefs, difchar: 
sing them however to let the Scott#/s Queen’s 
commiflioners come to the knowledge thereof. 

9. He gives not the inftrudtions at large to 
Queen Mary’s commiflioners, either thofe 

y the Queen herfelf, or thofe by the beft 
part of the nobility of Scotland. 

Now thefe papers, befides other things lefs 
material, by him wholly omitted, do make by 


far 


The PRE FAC KS xi 
far the moft. valuable part of thefe conferen. 
ces. 1 will not affirm that he knew of them 
all: But he certainly had as many of the bett 
of them in) the very books and bundles from 
which he took the reft of his colleGions, as 
would have quite unraveled their whole my- 
fterious proceedings and wicked devices, of 
which he gives us not fo much asione. And 
not only fo, but in-his prefaces and obferva- 
tions, he gives feveral dark infinuations in 
matters where he thought it not fafe to {peak 
out plainly, all pointing agdinft the Queen, 
or her moft faithful commiffioners-oradhe- 
rents, Of thiscunning management, the fo- 
ciety of which wefpoke already, do complain ; 
‘“« becaufe, fay they, the meaning of his {hort 
notes and obfervations cannot be eafily un- 
‘“* derftood, but by fuch as are pretty well 
* verfed inthe affairs of that time ;. he ha- 
“ving made no -particular application of 
«« them.”’ 

Who would not have expected better things 
froma-man who gravely tells us*, “ ‘That 
‘« all faithful -hiftorians and publifhers of hi- 
“ ftorical tranfa&ions, ought in matters of 
‘* fact, to lay afide: all partial regard to reli- 
*« gion, country, intereft, prepofleffions, par- 
ties, or other views ; and pay their intire 
‘6 devotion to the altar of truth, For, 
b's - not: 


&¢ 


* Vol. I. end of the preface. 
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¢¢ notwithftanding all art and oppofition what- 
«© {oever, truth will at laft prevail.’? What- 
ever it may do at laft, it is certain that fome 
of the moft flagitious of the fons of men have 
been reprefented as faints, and fome of the 
beft run down as profligates, who muft ly 
under that imputation tll the end of this 
world, as all means of vindicating them are pe- 
rifhed. ‘Thus it hath been, and thus it will 
be among men, till avarice and ambition have 
an end. 

For thefe caules I thought it neceflary to 
give thofe conferences fully, in order to open 
the eyes of fuch as have been impofed upon 
by this grofs difingenuity :: Which obliged me, 
contrary to my firft intention, to croud more 
papers into this one {mall volume, than he has 
in his four large ones. 

If it fhould be obje&ed,’ that at this rate’ 
one can never be fecure of coming at the 
truth, as he cannot certainly know but there’ 
may {till remain more concealed writings that 
might make for Anderfon, in the fame manner 
as he concealed thofe that made for the o- 
ther fide. The anfwer is, That the objection 
has no place here. There is no occafion of 
trufting to any thing but one’s own eyes. 
The papers will all be found in the places 
where they are faid to be, and Lam no more 
concerned in them. The moft part here 
made 
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made ufe of againft Murray, Morton, Q. E- 


lizabeth, &c. are their own, and found with 
themfelves, either exhibited by them in open 
court, or written, fent, marked and deliver. 
ed, regiftred or printed, and always acknow- 
ledged by them or their affociates ; and with 
them, for the moft part, they ftill remained. 
And ifthey are condemn’d ‘and conviéted by 
thefe, or any of them; how vain would the i- 
magination be, that they could poflibly be 
acquitted by any other papers whatever ! 

~ Some people have declared their opinions, 
that the matter is of no confequence, and 
fearcely worth the enquiry, whether thefe let. 
ters are genuine or not. Butthere is fomething 
of fingularity in this. Letters of far lefs cons 
fequence have by good judges been reckoned 
worthy to have books written concerning 
them. Of how great importance they were 
to Murray’s fa&ion and Queen Elizabeth, 
hath been hinted at already : But hear them- 
felves. «¢ No other way or means, fay the 
‘© one, can be found for the fecurity of our- 
“ felves and our pofterity.” Says the other, 
« Let Buchanan’s little Latin books, [con- 
« taining fome of thefe letters] be difperfed, 
« for they wall ferve to good effe& to diforace 
“* her 5 which muft be done, before other 
‘ purpofes can be attained,” 
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’Tis true, after thefe purpofes were attain- 
ed, the letters funk confiderably in their va- 
lue asto thefe people; but as'to the reft of 
mankind, their value continues to bethe fame 
as at firft. All thofe who have treated of the 
tranfactions in Lritain of thofetimes, have 
{till hitherto thought them deferwing of their 
attention, and the fame opinion ftill, prevails. 
The fociety above-mentioned, we fee,afterha- 
ving brooded over thefe matters for thirty. 
fix years, find it neceflary to take fhelter un- 
der thefe letters: And indeed. if they are 
once proved to be fuppofititious, the fociety’s 
labours fo long beftowed in oppofition .to 
truth, virtue and injured innocence, .will 
probably prove abortive. 

Two late Writers of Einglifh hiftory,.Mr. 
Guthry and Mr. Carte, would have been, I’m 
perfuaded, extremely glad to have found the 
certain truth of this matter. The former un- 
dertook fairly to prove the forgery of thefe 
letters, but failed in the performance. Mr, 
Carte hath publifhed a particular defence of 
Queen Mary’s innocence, in which. he hath 
collected arguments and evidences to that 
purpofe, with more diligence and force than 
any that went before him, in fo much that 
were all the foundations on which he builds, 
folid enough, there would remain little more 
yequifite to be faid on the fubje&t, But un- 
luckily 
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luckily he lays hold fometimes upon infufh- 


cient evidence, of which take three or four 


inftances. 


1. He fuppofeth the confeffions of Hohn 
FHlepburn, Fobn Hay, Powrie, 8c. fubjoined 
to George Buchanan's detection, to be authen- 
tick or true; whereas they are only fuch 
tales as the faction thought proper to fpread 
abroad when that libel was publifhed ; and 
muf{t have been drawn up after the beginning 
of September 1 569, when fecretary Lething= 
ton and Sir ames Balfour, falling into fome 
difgrace with the reft of the party, began to 
be charged by them with the murder of the 
King : And probably not till the time of Ze 
nox’s regency, during which they were both 
profcribed., 

James Anderfon had obferved that thefe 
conteflions did not correfpond with their pre- 
tended particular confeffions publifhed by 
him ; for in thefe there is nothing again{t the 
Queen, or Sir Fames Balfour, though both 
are brought in at the end of the dete@ion - 
And to reconcile this jarring evidence, which 
hath a very ugly afped, he tells us thefe lat 
confeflions were made at the place of their 
execution; whereas thofe firft publifhed by 
him, are their judicial confeffions, taken at 
full length from records: But the thing itfelf 
Shews that it was defigned to pafs for a 
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fummary of all their confeffions. Moreovet 
that the particular ones were entered on 
record may be doubted: The contrary would 
{eem to be true from ~ 173. 188. and 190. 
of bis own book, Vol. 2. There we are told 
that there were original confeflions of thefe 
men in the Jufticiary-court, which however 
were not made before that court, but elfe- 
where, before Murray and fome of his ac- 
complices, which adds nothing to their cre- 
dit. Nor indeed would it fignify much altho’ 
they had recorded thema hundred times : For 
they recorded the letters to Bothwell: But 
did this prove them to be authentick ? So far 
from it, that this faé& is enough to difcredit 
all their records to fuch a degree, that none of 
them could ever after be received againft any 
perfon but themfelves. 

A fecond inftance of infufficient evidence 
relied upon by Mr. Carte, is Monf. de Fene- 
lon’s letter, 5th Sfanuary 1574,. narrating, 
that Orme/ton confefled that the Earl of Both- 
well fhewed him a papet promifing him affift 
ance in murdering the King, fub{cribed by the 
Earl of Morton amongft others. 

A third inftance is the o€topartite deed faid 
by fome hiftorians to have been given to the 
Earl of Bothwell for that purpofe; which two 
points are briefly examined in the following 
treatife. 

A 
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A fourth inftance is, That too much {trefs 
is laid on the authority of fome hiftorians. 
‘Thus he argues, that the falfhood of Mor. 
ton’s tale about his finding the Queen’s filver 
box, and the letters in it, with George Dal- 
gleifh, wpon the 20th day of Fune, mutt be 
manifeftly falfe; becaufe ‘Dalglei~h was only 
taken off Scotland by Grange in the begin- 
ning of September following ; for which he 
cites Sir Hames Melvil’s Memoirs. The ar- 
gument would be invincible, could Melvi/? 
be relied on; but in fad Melvill is in the 
wrong. 

‘There is to be feen, in the paper-office at 
London, a letter to Queen Elizabeth from Sir 
Nicholas Throckmorton, her amba{fador in 
Scotland, dated at Lidinburgh 18th Fuly 1567, 
in which he writes thus: “ The Earl Bot}. 
“ well’s* porter, and one of his other fer- 
‘“vants of his chamber, being apprehended 
“have confeffed {uch fundry circumftances, 
“fas it appeareth evidently that he, the {aid 
“« Earl, was one of the principal executers of 
‘the murder, in his own perfon, accompa- 
“nied with fundry others ; of which number 

«I cannot yet certainly learn the names, but 
“© of three of them, that is to fay, two of the 
“ Ormiflons of Tividale, and one Hepburn 
“of Bolton.” ‘This fervant of his chamber 
was no other than Dalgleifb, J grant that 
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Sir Nicholas writes thus upon hearfay only ; 

and it fignifies little to afcertain what was 

confefled, or if any thing at all; but fure- 

ly it preponderates Melvill’s ftory, that Dal- 

gleifh was not apprehended before September. 

Mr. Carte therefore hath been unwarily 
mifled by Melvill as to this faé : I-fay un- 
warily . for I would not be thought, by ob- 
ferving thefe things, to intend the leaft reflexi- 
on upon Mr. Carte, who hath ufed great in- 
duftry and integrity in treating of the affairs 
of Mary Queen of Scots, and faithfully dif= 
charged the duty of an hiftorian, according 
ro fach vouchers as he could find; altho’ 
thefe happen fometimes to be infufficient and 
erroneous, 

Mr. Carte is not the only writer who hath 
been led into errors by Meilvill. The misfor- 
tune is, that they who know no better have 
reprefented him as an honeft man, and one 
who would not have injured the Queen to his 
knowledge. ‘True it is, he neither feems to 
have had the malice or impudence of Kuow or 
Buchanan in his temper. But he clofely fol- 
lowed the footfteps of his father Sir ‘Zohn 
Melvill of Raith, who was juftly condemned 
by parliament in the Year 1548, for treafon- 
able correfpondence With the Eng/i/h, intume 
of war, againft his Queen and country. Nor 
is his veracity to be relied upon in the leaft 
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as will appear by the following inftances, 
which I give here to caution people againtt 
trufting hie for the future. 

The Queen dowager of Scotland, out of 
meer compaffion, fent this man, after his fa: 
ther’s forfeiture and execution, to be a page 
of honour to the Queen her daughter, cheii i in 
France, when he was about tie ee years ot 
age. He was afterwards taken into the fervice 
of Anne de Montmor ency Conftable of France, 
When the rebellion babite out in Scotland up- 
on pretence of religion, the year. after “he 
Queen’s marriage, the King of France was 
informed that the Prior of Sz. Andrews, then 
known by the defignation of the Baftard of 
Scotland, afterwards Earl of Murray, was {et- 
ting up for the crown; upon which he de- 
termined to fend fome trufty perfon to Score. 
land, to enquire diligently whether it was fo, 
or what the rebels would be at. The Con. 
{table recommended Melvill, who, as he i- 
magined, in confideration of the duty he owed 
to himfelf, would be faithful and diligent, and 
as being a Scot/man, might have the better 
Opportunities to accomplifh his errand. 

Melvill thus employed, applies himfelf to 
Throckmorton - the Engh/o’ ambaflador in 
France, fignifying that he could now be of 
fome fervice to Queen Elizabeth his miftrefs. 
Throckmorton accordingly recommends him 

Cc 2 fo 
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to fecretary Cecil for that purpofe, by his let. 
ter dated 18th May 1559 *, witha hint that 
he had done fome fervices to him already. 
And upon the 4th of Fuly thereafter, he re- 
commended ‘ohn Melvin, brother to this 
Fames, for a penfion from the Englifh court, 
to ferve them againft his country ; who plead, 
ed merit at their hands, becaufe his father had 
loft his head, and he and his had been pro- 
{cribed for Exgland’s fake. Upon the 27th 
of Fuly he recommends both, but efpecially 
Fames: “| have not found any, fays he, in 
«« my opinon, fo meet to be ufed and enter- 
«tained, for the Queen’s majeftie’s fervice, 
ae a7 GmINES Melvin, who is prefently in 
«© Scotland, andis the Conftable his fervant, 
«« He is a man of good capacity, and hath fun- 
«‘ dry rare parts in him, not to be found in 
«many : Wherefore, I fuppofe, you fhall do 
«‘ well to ufe the beft means you can, if he 
‘« come by you, to make him her Majeftie’s ; 
‘© for he fhall be able to do her good fer- 
“© vice.” 

Sir Fames fays, he was difcharged to let 
his commiflion be known, either to the Queen- 
regent, or to ‘D’Oy/el the King of France 
his Lieutenant in Scot/end. Let them believe 
him who can! Who then was to be acquaint- 
ed with it? whz, it feems he who knew betft, 

even 
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even the Prior himfelf. 'To him ‘at leaf 
Melvill applied, being introduced by Henry 
Balnaves of Halthill, one who had joined the 
murderers of Cardinal Beaton, to afitt in keep- 
ing out his caftle of St. Andrews, for the 
behoof of Henry VIII. of Eingland, and had 
been banifhed on that account; but was now 
returned tojoinin the rebellion, and was in 
great credit with the Prior. There the com- 
miffion was produced, and the queftion put 
tohis Lordfhip. “The reader may eafily con- 
jecture what anfwer would be returned; I 
alfo leave it to him to judge whether this com- 
miflion was not duly and honourably exe- 
cuted. 

Melvill complains, that upon his return to 
France, King Henry II. being dead, and the 
Conftable out of court, he found his voyage, 
and the anfwer he had got, allin vain. This 
he attributes to the Houfe of Guife, whom 
he moft injurioufly blames as the chief inftrue 
ments of all the troubles in Scotland. Wow 
Great pity was it that thefe Guwi/es did not re- 
ward the Gentleman according to his deme- 
rits! Yet he was rewarded, though from ano- 
ther quarter. He tells us himfelf, Pp: 46. 
that upon this very occafion he obtained 4 
penfion from Queen Elizabeth, at the infiance 
of Sir Nicholas Throckmorton, to help to en. 
tertain him in his travels, DoubtlefS he had 
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deferved it, tho’ his modefty hath not permits 
ted him to tell how: For wherever we find 
Scotfmen getting penfions from the Engl/h 
court, we may pronounce them traitors 't6 
their native country, without any danger of 
being miftaken. But in the prefent cafe we 
fiave proof, as well as prefumption. 

Another’ fingular inftance of Melvill’s fide- 
lity and veracity we have in his account of 
Chriftopher Roxby, one who had been em- 
ployed by the court of England as a {py, to 
pretend to be a zealous ftickler for Queen 
Mary’s Title to that crown, to offer his fer- 
vice for carrying on a correfpondence with 
fuch as favoured her in that kingdom, and to 
fend an account of his difcoveries to fecretary 
Gecil, that means might be found out to cut. 
of all who favoured her juft right. evzll 
informs us that Roxby addrefled himfelf to 
the Queen by means of the Bifhop of Ko/s, 
who was a Catholick; that by fundry intelli- 
gences fent to Cecil, he did great prejudice. 

To gain Roxby the greater Credit with the 
Queen of Scots, Queen Elizabeth complain- 
ed by her Ambaflador Killigrew, that he 
was entertained in Scotland, and would: needs 
have him delivered up. 

This contrivance, Melvill fays, was difco- 
vered by the vigilance of his brother Sir Ro- 
bert Melvill, Queen Maxy’s Ambaflador in 
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fingland, who in due time fent information 
to the Queen and to him alfo: So that how 
foon Killigrew made his complaint, Queen 
Mary caufed Roxby to be apprehended, 
with all his writings and cyphers, and a- 
mongft the reft, a letter from Cecil, which 
difclofed the whole correfpondence. 

Upon the roth Day of Fune Sir Fames 
Melvill himfelf was difpatched to England, 
to notify to Queen Elizabeth the birth .of 
the Prince, and alfo, among other things, that 
Roxby was fecured, and would be delivered 
when fhe inclined to call for him. This he 
fays he did, and that Elizabeth feemed to be 
pleafed as to Roxy, but forgot to fend for 
him. In about two days Sir Zames took his 
leave, but did not return till he was furnith- 
ed with wholfome inftruGtions from. his’ -bro- 
ther Sir Rodert, for Queen Mary’s behavi- 
our with refpeé to the Engli/b, which he fete 
down atlength, as from the original, and par- 
ticularly for fending Rowdy to be kept in a 
fecure place far North, and for blafting the in- 
telligence he had given; ‘“ For, (fays Sir 
“ Hames) the Bilhop of Refs made the faid 
“ Roxby’s addrefs to the Queen : for neither 
‘‘ he, northe Earl of Bothwell, defired her 
«* Majeftie’s affairs to profper under my bro. 
*‘ ther’s management, becaufe he was not of 
‘* their faction: So that by their means Row- 
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by got that intelligence as put all her Ma- 
‘¢ jeftie’s affairs once in a venture; until 
«my brother’s extraordinary intelligence, 
“ from fuch as were moft intimate with the 
“Queen of England, made him caufe ap- 
‘«‘ prehend the faid Roxdy, with his whole 
‘¢ letters and memoirs, as faidis. So are ma- 
*‘ ny good princes handled, and commonly 
‘ their trueft fervants decourted, by the envy 
‘© and craft of their fa€tiious enemies ! For 
«‘ wicked men, who have loft their credit by 
“‘trumpery and tricks, whereby they get no 
“* place todo good fervice to princes, eflay 
‘¢ to creep into their favour by wiles, flattery 
‘‘and other unlawful means, whereby they 
“* may decourt fuch as furmount them in vir- 
** tue and honeft reputation.” 

The reader will, no doubt, be ready toallow 
that the popifh Bifhop of Ro/fs, and unfanéi- 
fied Earl of Bothwell, well deferved this fe- 
vere cenfure, for their envy and blundering 
politicks, which would have ruined all, had 
not thefe two proteftant brethren ftood in the 
gap, like true knights, and refcuedall. For 
who after this would imagine, or readily be- 
lieve, that Sir Zames Melvill himfelf was 
the very man who introduced Roxby to the 
Queen? that the popifh Bifhop of Rofs was 
one of thofe who managed Rowby’s affairs }, 

and 


T Bp. Kesth’s hift. append. p. 169. 
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‘and, no doubt, difcovered him? or that he 
‘was not feized upon till after Sir ames’s re- 
turn to Edinburgh? Yet that the matter was 
really thus, appears from two of Roxby’s let 
ters to Cecil, the one dated the fecond day of 
‘Fuly 1566 +, in which he fays he had gota 
letter from. Cecil, but had not as yet feen 
Killigrew, and defires further inftructions. 
In the other, written after his releafe out of 
the caftle of Spynie in Murray *, he plainly 
tells the ftory, that ames Melvill introdu- 
ced him to the Queen. 

A man muft have a large flock of reputati- 
on who can bear up againit fuch flagrant in- 
{tances of treachery to his Sovereign, and 
falfhood in charging his own faults upon in- 
nocent perfons of character and worth. Ma: 
ny more examples might be brought of this 
kind, and his brother Sir Aodert might be pro- 
ved to have been as great a traitor as he him- 
felf, ifit were neceflary; and yet thefe two 
are almoft the only heroes in his book. 

I fhall only take notice of one more of Me/- 
pill’s tories, which, altho’ it is of a much worfe 
kind than a pure miftake, hath been laid hold 
of to the Queen’s prejudice. He tells us, 
p. 78. That Lord Herries came to Edin- 
burgh fome time before the Queen went to 

d Stirling 
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Stirling (which was upon the 22d day of 
April 1567), and acquainted her Majefty, 
‘“‘ how it was currently reported through the 
“country, that the Earl of Bothwell murder- 
“ ed the King, and that fhe was to marry him; 
earneftly requefting her Majefty, on his 
** knees, again{t that marriage;” and infinuates 
that there arofe no {mall animofity betwixt 
the.Earl and Lord Herries upon that account, 
But nothing of this is true: Lord Herries up- 
on the 19th Day of that very Month of 4 
pril*, joined with the reft of the nobility and 
clergy in fubfcribing the bond, by which they 
approved of the Earl’s acquittal by his peers, 
and engaged themfelves to defend him again{t 
all who would accufe him afterwards of the 


€é 


King’s murder, and to promote his Marriage 
with the Queen, if it might pleafe her to 
humble herfelf fo far as to prefer one of her 
own fubjeéts to foreign Princes: And upon 
the xiv. day of May, being the day before 
the folemnization of that marriage, he is one 
of the witnefles in the contraét for it; and, 
upon the xvii. day we find the Lord Her- 
ries fitting in council with the Earl, then 
made Duke of Orkuay. 
It would be in vain to obje& here Murra 
and /Morton’s tale +, that the fubfcriptions to 
this 
* Bp. Keith's hift. p. 383. 
T Append. p. 141, 
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this bond were obtained by compulfion ; as 
if the Earl of Bothwell alone could have for- 
ced the whole clergy and nobility at the par, 
liament,, or rather; for ought appears, the 
whole parliament itfelf. Every one who is 
acquainted with Lord; Herries’s charaéer, 
muft know, that all of them could not have 
compelled him alone to fub{fcribe any paper, 
that, to his perfuafion, tended to a wicked 
purpofe. 

Their other excufe is ftill more abfurd, that 
they were.commanded to fubfcribe that bond 
by a writing under the Queen’s hand, which 
they fo confidently produced at York; for the 
tenor of the bond irfelf fhews, that it muft have 
been given without the Queen’s knowledge. 
So that if ever thefe men forged any thing, 
they certainly forged that warrant.. But ha- 
ving treated of this matter in the following 
brief difcuffion of the Earl of Bothwell’s cafe, 
and of the proofs alledged againft him, to 
that I refer the reader. 

So much I thought neceflary for warning 
people to beware of Me/vill, who is the more 
dangerous, becanfea kind of bofom enemy. 
I might proceed to fhew that Abp. Sportif 
wood has written feveral things concerning the 
Queen, without due examination: And that 
De Thou has malicioufly abufed her. This 
man pretended that he had his information 
d 2 from 
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from Papifts, which he had only from one 
ohn Colvill, fuch another temporifing Pa- 
pift as himfelf, and they were both of them 
Einglifh penfionaries *. From which fort of 
men little truth is to be expeéted. 

But whatever has been faid, to the difpa- 
ragement of that Princefs, or whoever faid it, 
fionifies nothing: For Mary Queen of Scots 
fo far excelled all other fovereign Princes 
who ever yet appeared on the face of the 
earth, that, as if fhe had not been of mortal 
nature, all the arts and contrivances of her 
numerous and malicious enemies have not a: 
vailed to fix upon her one crime, shall T fay, 
nay, not one fingle foible, either while on 
the throne, or in the jail, from her cradle 
to her grave, unlefs the want of omnifcience 
or omnipotence fhall be reckoned in her a 
defe&. This is the very truth: And this 
can and fhall be made manifeft, to the admi- 
ration and fatisfa&tion of all good men, and 
to the fhame and confufion of all others, 
who fhall ever, in time coming, dare to gain- 
fay. 

The papers in the appendix will difclofe 
fome other praétices, befides thofe that I 
have had occafion to obferve; as for example, 
p. 159. and 169. that the Queen was teafed 

to 
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to think ofan Engli/fo marriage, during the 
conferences at York, with other matters, which 
T mutt leave to the reader’s own fagacity to 
find out. As to the papers themfelves, where 
T had not accefs to the originals or records, I 
got double copies of moft of them, by which 
I was enabled to corrett Fames Anderfon’s 
book in feveral places. Of fome few I had 
only fingle copies, and tho’ J am not altoge- 
ther fatisfied with the tranferibers diligence : 
Yet I verily believe there is no omiffion or 
miftake, that can much marr the fenfe, of 
any materal period. 
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MoncsvT all the controverted hifto- 

ries in the world, that of Mary Queen 

of Scots hath now, for many years been reck- 
‘oned the moft amazingly intricate and per- 
plexed, and continues to be fo efteemed to 
this very day. Yea to one who will curionfly 
weigh the oppofite and contradiétory ac- 
counts, given by different perfons of the 

| fame fads, it would feem as if this’ were 
not of the like nature with any other 
hiftory, either ancient or modern. Other 
hiftories, for the moft part, have become 
dif- 
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difputable, through the-fcarcity, or deftrudi- 


/on, of monuments relating to their feveral 
times, to the want of capacity in thofe who 
wrote them, or fome obvious difadvantage 
under which they laboured for attaining to 
fure means of knowledge, by living either at 
too creat diftance of time after the tranfadti- 
ons themfelves, or of place from the theatre 
of action. But none of thefe things can be 
alledged in Queen Mary’s ftory. It had be- 
come a fubject of High difpute in her own 
time ; and hath been treated ever fince, as a 
point of the deepeft concern in all modern 
hiftory, by the ableft writers abroad and at 
home. Many have made it their peculiar 
care to fearch out and preferve whatever mo- 
numents or documents they thought could be 
of ufe for clearing any doubts and obje- 
ions that fell in their way; while others 
have laid themfelves out to colleé, publith 
and preferve all the {candalous libels, or fto- 
ries, that had ever been trumped up, either 

“by them who dethroned her,. or thofe who 
murdered her, to fcreen their own wicked- 
nefs. Hence it happens, that.we are rather 
overwhelmed with memoirs and vouchers of 
the feveral particular events during that pe- 
riod, than defective therein: Yet neverthe- 
lefs the hiftory itfelf, by this multiplicity of 
jarring and inconfiftent evidence, is become- 

rather 
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rather more involved ,efpecially that part of it, 
relating to the murder of her fecond husband, 
and whether fhe! was herfelf innocent, or guil- 
ty, of that fa&,.’ Some have always abfolved: 
her, while others paflionately condemn her, 


. and {pare not .to, beftow the moft opprobrious 


language upon all who: prefume to differ from 
their opinon, uncharitable as it is. 

The truth sof, the matter is, the Queen’s 
enemies took the ftart of her friends. ‘They 

not only invented and fpread abroad this ca; 
-Jumny upon her, but alfo in the:prefence of 
Queen Elizabeth and her, commiflioners in 
England, they, proved, fo far as their pofitive 
oaths could go, two main points. againft her, 
namely, ‘¢ That 2 he was in the foreknow, 
ledge, counfel, device, and perfuaded, and 
“< commanded that’ her husband fhould be 
‘¢ murdered. ; andi,after that. was done, for- 
‘¢ tified and maintained the murderers :” As 
alfo, “*‘ That >the Earl, of Bothwell {eized 
« her perfon;with her own confent, and by a 
‘* ftratagem’ of her own contrivance.” Both 
which points they did verify by fome French 
letters which they exhibited upon oath. ¢ as 
written. with her own hand to the Earl of 
Bothwell : Which letters were. received by 
the Englifh commiffioners, examined and 


c coms 
a Append. p. 207. 
er. TAl. 
© P. 92. 122. 199. 241, 


Ee ee eee 


ee 


ee et ee 


IT yar CE - ee Oe 
M3 ; oan 
Pa ee —— - . Soa ; 


4. INTRODUCTION. 


compared, once and again, with other letters 
ungueftionably written by Queen Mary2, and 
ikewife with a tranflation of them into Exg- 
lifh, that had been fent up by Murray to 
fingland in the month of Fune that year 5 
and no difference being by them found, the 
letters to Bothwell were all ingroffed in the 
memorials of the feflions of thefe commiffion: 
ers, excepting-one, of which afterwards. 

Was not this a very cautious and folemn 
procedure ? Behol@ with what fcrupulous 
nicety, and critical exaétnéfs, thefe letters 
were admitted, and fo patiently collated once 
and again, before they wereirécorded ! ‘But 
this being once done in {uch’ a court, where 
Qucen Elizabeth herfelf, that bright occiden: 
tal ftar, prefided in perfon ; at the fight too 
of an unufual number of the nobility of O/2 
England, conveened for'that very purpofe ; 
their whole a&s being drawn up by the di- 
rection and affi{tance of honeft fecretary Ce: 
cil; and all the? fundamentals fo well feeu- 
red by the repeated oaths, and folemn prote- 
ftations, of thefe godly worthies, the Earls of 
Murray and Morton, the firft ‘proteftant Bi: 
fhop of Orkiay, the Lord Lindfay, and thé 
titular Abbot of Dunfermling; the bufinefs 


feems to have been almoft over : For if 


fortifications fo impregnable could be taken 


by 
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by ftorm, and fuch folid foundations blown 
in the air, what other fafe refuge could the 
perfons concerned expe& to find! The Earl 
of Murray was fo certain of the truth of all 
that he laid to Queen Mary’s charge, that he 
thought Q. Elizabeth bound by God’s ordi- 
nance to put her to death for the murder of 
her husband, becaufe he was Llizabeth’s near 
kinfman, andborn her fubje& 2. . And Cecil 
was of the fame opinion, even “ that Q. E/;- 
*< zabeth was bound in @on{cience to anfwer 
‘¢ the petitions of her fubjeéts, in matters of 
“blood, upon her fubjeéts; >” that is, upon 
Queen Mary, for, in Ceczl’s language, fhe 
and all the people of Scotland were fubjecés 
to Elizabeth, by reafon of her fuperiority o.- 
ver that kingdoms, Is it to be imagined that 
the one would have petitioned, or the other 
fo foon refolved, that a fovereign Queen fhould 
be put to death, had not the force of convicti- 
on prefled very hard upon their tender con- 
{cCiences ? 

If the reader fhall defire to know, as it is 
likely he will, how Queen Mary’s commif- 
fioners could be employed all this time, that 
they did not either refute thefe letters, or, at 
leaft, give in their objeGions againft them, as 
they certainly always efteemed them forge- 

2 ries: 
2 Append. p. 205. 
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ries; he may find in the appendix, that they 
were not idle; and in the following brief ac- 
count of thefe conferences, the manner in 
which they wereimployed, is narrated in few 
words, and to thefe he is referred. But ‘to 
refute the letters was altogether impoffible for 
them, becaufe they could never obtain either 
a fight of the pretended originals, or copies 
of them, altho’ they often demanded them 2, 
at the Queen of Ezgland’s hands. Nay Eli- 
zabeth declared that fhe would receive proof 
of Murray’s accufation of the Queen, ‘his 
fovereign, before fhe were heard for herfeif ; 
and really did fo. But as the particulars of 
that accufation were kept a profound fecret 
from Queen Mary and her commiffioners, 
there was no remedy left them but fimply to 
deny. ‘This indeed was done: Both the 
Queen herfelf +, and her commiffioners in 
her name, did abfolutely deny that ever fhe 
wrote to any creature for fuch purpofes; and 
affirmed, that if there were any fuch writings, 
they were falfe, feigned, forged, and invent- 
ed by Murray, Morton and their- accomphi- 
ces themfelves: And this they undertook to 
prove, providing they might be permitted to 
take a view of the pretended originals, and 
get ‘copies of them: But neither the one, 

nor 
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“nor the other could ever be obtained; with. 


out which nothing could be done. 

It appears indeed by a letter from the Bi- 
fhop of Rofs to Queen Elizabeth, dated the 
xvii. of December 1568, that he had got fome 
general account of the letters, and the con- 
tents, by word of mouth, either from fome 
of the Exglifh commiflioners, or, which is ra- 
ther more probable, from fecretary Maitland ; 
by which account, imperfect as it was, he points 
out feveral {trong prefumptions of the forge- 
ry, and feveral marks of the infufficiency of 
the letters 2, but at the fame time fell into 
fome fmall miftakes concerning them, as might 
be well expected in one who argued from his 
memory, concerning writings of which he had 
only heard : So his obfervations went for no- 
thing. 
~ Queen Mary and her commiffioners per- 
ceiving this double dealing, that thefe con- 
ferences, to which Elizabeth had urged her 
to confent, for pardoning her rebels, and be- 
ing reconciled to them, fo that they might live 
in fecurity,and fhe enjoy her kingdom in peace 
for the future, were fo unaccountably carried 
on, to no other purpofe, but purely to her 
difhonour ; and the very means of clearing 
herfelf thus denied her, they refolved to exe) 
to work another way, by which they might 

prove 
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prove the forgery by inference, feeing they 
were debarred of the means whereby it could 
have been done in the direct manner. They 
accufed Murray, Morton and their affociates, 
as the authors, inventers, and fome of them, 
the executers of that murder @, and engaged 
to prove that accufation alfo againft them, and 
actually began to colle& {ome additional proof; 
for though they knew the matter from the be- 
ginning, and wanted not proof >, the Queen 
had declined to take this method hitherto ; 
becaufe, as fhe truly faid herfelf, “It could 
«* not feem fit nor convenient to fland before 
«¢ foreign judges to accufe them, and much 
*« lefs to be accufed by them, they being of- 
«« fenders, O'c.¢”’ tho’ at laft by thofe wick- 
ed and fhamelefs proceedings, fhe found her- 
felf obliged to accufe them. 

Things had hitherto been carried on altoge- 
ther according to the intention and defire both 
of Murray’s faétion, and of Q. Elizabeth and 
her court: But this method of proceeding caft 
a heavy damp on all their f{pirits, and thruft 
their nofes quite out of joint. Great was the 
affront, thata woman, in their own prifon, e- 
ven tho’ fhe was a Queen, aflifted by two 
fervants only, fhould, at fuch.a critical jun. 

éture ; 

@ Append. p. 271. 272, 273. 280, 283, &c, 289. 297. 
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| éture, have fallen upon the only proper me- 
_ thod to difclofe their fecrets, and difturb the 


{chemes that had been formed .and purfued 
for feveral years, by people who thought 
themfelves the very prime politicians in the 


_ world; and it cannot: be denied:but they had 
acquired fome qualifications, ‘that’ are reckons 
| ed chiefly: neceflary to form adepts in the 

| {cience, by: drinking deeply of the: potion that 
| Secured them againft all fhame and qualms 


of confcience. | 
Various were the expedients thought of ta 


| ward this deadly blow. ‘They were all of 
| them confcious that the aceufation was juft ; 
| and therefore the matter muft:not be brought 


_ to a trial: Something however muft be ats 


| tempted to raife their fallen countenances, 


Murray and Morten knew themfelves to 


| be principally levelled at; for which reafon, 
| before the accufation fhould be formally pre- 
| fented, they bravely refolved that the que. 


a” 
| 


ftion fhould be determined, not»by a full and 
fair hearing, but by a duel; to be fought, 
not by either of them in perfon, but by pro- 
xy. For this purpofe they engaged Patrick 


| Lord Lindfay, a very inconfiderate man, 
| whom they wfed as a meer tool, to fend a 
) challenge to Lord Herrtes, for accufing Lord 


P Regent Murray’s Grace and his company, 


of 


= eS . a ee 


- epg Poi Aaa arta nn ES Te Pn STR a i 
4 B — = . a aes r > ab 4 " ee 
Z pam = - 
* = oes eh 


to INTRODUCTION. 


of the King’s murder ; which he did upot 
the 22d of ‘December +. 

Lord Herries would fight with none ue 
their proxies’ on that ocd but only with 
the principals; becaufe, he faid, « It was 
«© meeteft that traitors fhould pay for their 
‘¢ own treafon.”. But Murray and Morton 
were too tender: of their own dear skins, to 
endanger thern in the like manner as they did 
Lord Lindfay’s. ‘They therefore moft mean- 
ly applied to the Earl of Liecefter, Q. Ll: 
zabeth’s minion; for his affiftance to mollify 
Lord Herries’; who thereupon fent word to 
that nobleman to come to court that very day; 
upon fome importunate fuit of the Earl of Mur- 
ray. Lord: Herries abfolutely refufed to fee 
Murray upon any terms, unlefs it fhould be 
either to avow the accufation, or the cartels 
exchanged that day betwixt him and Lind 
fay, of which he fent back copies to Leice- 
frer, affuring him, that if his prefence was 
wanted on that account, he fhould not fail 
to come, if God fpared his life, at the hour 
that his Lordfhip fhould appoint >. 

This anfwer made the cafe ftill worfe, 
Cowardice permitted not the good Regent, 
or his companion Morton, to fight, tho’ they 
had begun the quarrel; and guilt hindered 

them 
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them from ftanding the trial of the caufe. 
_ To rid them of this perplexity, they had re- 
courfe. to Q. Elizabeth, who never had defert- 
ed them in a difhonourable caufe, or wick- 
ed action, and they never had occafion to ap- 
ply to her on any other account : With her 
therefore they bemoaned their prefent hard 
fituation; and fhe did as much as fhe could to 
relieve them. But this ferved only to fix 
guilt more clofely upon them : For upon the 
xxiv. of December, in the Council-chamber at 
Hampton-court, the Duke of Norfolk having, in 
prefence of others of the Exgli/b commiffion- 
ers, declared to the Bifhop of Ro/s and Lord 
Herries, how “ the Earl of Murray had be- 
‘* moaned him to Queen Elizabeth and her 
“ council, that it was come to his knowledge, 
‘¢ how it was murmured and bruited, that he, 
‘and his company, were. guilty of the mur- 
« der which they had laid to the Queen’s 
‘¢ charge; and he underftood the fame had 
«‘ proceeded from the Queen of Scotland’s 
«¢ commiflioners :”” ‘Therefore required whe- 
ther either of thefe two would fo accufe the 
other party? as if thathad not been avow- 
edly done before ! 

The anfwer was in greater readinefs than 
they were aware, namely, ‘‘ That they had 
‘‘ that very day received the Queen their 

miftrefs’s 
@ Append. p. 250: 
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«« miftrefs’s {pecial command to accufe them 
“ of that crime ; and would publickly do fo, 
‘¢ in prefence of the Queen of Ezgland and 
“her council, defiring that they might have 
‘“ her prefence for that effect.” And the next 
day being afligned, they accordingly did ac- 
cufe them of the King’s murder, and fhewed 
their Sovereign’s inftru€tions for their war- 
rant; at the fame time they produced her 
an{fwers to MMurray’s accufation, which he 
calls the e7k 2, and their own anfwer to his 
folemn proteftation. ‘They likewife required 
to have copies given them of the writings pro- 
duced againft their Sovereign, to the end that 
they might convict Murray and his party, 
both of murdering the King, and of forging 
papers, and then {wearing them upon her, 
to palliate their own horrid aétions. 
Elizabeth acknowledged that this defire 
was very reafonable, but never could be pre- 
vailed upon togrant it ; and yet, which isalto. 
gether unaccountable, they {till gave out that 


Queen Mary would not anfwer as -to the 
crime of murdering her husband», even 


when they had in their hands her anfwers to 
all that they would allow either herfelf. or 
her commiflioners to fee. Neither would they 
ever permit that any enquiry fhould be made 

into 
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into, Murray’s guilt, in the murder of the 
King ; for upon a fecond application made by 
the Bifhop of Ro/s and Lord Herries for thefe 
purpofes, by their miftrefs’s exprefs com- 
mand, Elizabeth anfwered 2, ‘‘ That it was 
‘< beft fome appointment fhould be made be- 
*‘ twixt the Queen of Scotland, her good fi- 
“ fter, and her fubje&ts :” Although upon the 
xvi. of December, fhe had told them, <* That 
‘¢ fhe could not think them good or trufty 
<¢ fervants, or counfellors, to her good filter, 
‘¢ who would labour her to appoint:with her 
‘¢ fubjects, at this prefent, feeing their unnatu- 
‘< ral behaviour fhown by them, -in accufing 
‘«< their own native fovereign :’’ Yet this was 
now: become her own counfel, and had been, 
ever fince the rumour that Murray was to be 
accufed of the King’s murder, had ‘difconcert- 
ed them all, Cecz/ excepted, who was never 
at'a lofs ; ‘‘ For, fays he, > tho’ the Regent, 
-*€ or any of his company, fhall be by her 
“charged to be parties to the murder, and 
‘‘ to her unlawful marriage, yet is that no 
“‘ difcharge of her guiltinefs:” As if the 
Queen had been to accufe them as_par- 
ties or participants with herfelf in that fac. 
She never charged them as having any par- 
ticipants but amongft themfelves. Her com- 
miffioners indeed, upon the firft of De- 

f 2 cember 
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cember, in their memorial, drawn up in fome 
hafte, after they were made acquainted ‘with 
MMurray’s accufation of their miftrefs, had men- 
tioned the Earl of Bothwell as one: who had 
received a bond written by Murray's party, 
for that murder: But no fuchvbond: kath 
hitherto appeared; and as theré have‘ been 
feveral ill founded tales told about -it, of 
which afterwards, they feem alfo to have‘ fome- 
what rafhly taken up with the vulgar ré= 
ports, Certain it is, that no mention is made él- 
ther of the Earl of Bothwell, or of fucha writ- 
ing, in any of their following accufations of 
Murray’s party before the Queen of England, 
‘The appointment which Q. Elizabeth’ fo 
lovingly and modeftly propofed, was no other 
than thatQ. Mary fhould refign her crown in 
favours of her fon, and live privately in Eng- 
land, But that refignation being abfolutely re- 
fufed upon the 9th of Yanuary, the Eatlof 
Murray and his accomplices got their publick 
an{wer from the privy-council of England the 
very next day, not fo much to their mind, as 
Epa they themfelves then, and others fince have 
pretended, whatever private encouragement 
or rewards they received «, Thus’ were 
they {creened, at that time, from having the 
horrid crimes proved againft them, of which 

they had been accufed by their Sovereign. 
The 
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complained loudly of this barefaced, partial 
and wicked behaviour 5 and yet they knew 
only the one half. What: would they have 
have faid if they had known’ the whole, and 
that all was carried on by concert betwixt 


Elizabeth and Murray, which they had‘ en- 


tered upon before-hand ? T cannot indeed tell 
‘what they might have faid ; but thefe matters 


were concerted as follows :’ | 
Queen Mary arrived in Exgland upon the 
xvi. day of May 1568 ; and by the beginning 


‘of Fune the good Regent Murray had made 


a voluntary offer to accufe her of the murder 


of her fecond Husband before Queen Eliza. 


“both @: Of which offer Elizabeth was’ moit 


sracioully pleafed to accept, as appears by 
her letter to Murray, dated viii. day of Fune. 
| Murray perceiving how agreeable his offer. 
was, wifely took the opportunity of provid- 
ing for his own fecurity and fettlement, 
<‘becaufe, fayshe >, we would be moft loth 
‘¢ to enter in accufation’ of the Queen, .mo- 
“ther of the King our Sovereign, and then 
‘to enter in qualification with her; for 
‘all men may judge how dangerous and 
<* prejudicial that would be. Always, in cafe 
“the Queen’s Majefty [ of England] will 
** have the accufation dire@ly to proceed, it 

were 
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é¢ were moft reafonable that we underftood 
¢¢ what we fhould look to follow thereupon, 
‘« in cafe we prove all that we alledge; other- 
‘* wife we fhall be as uncertain after the caufe 
“* is concluded, as we are prefently; °c.” 

He had alfo a confiderable {cruple in a ma- 
terial point, yea the very chief point, which 
he. wanted to have removed before-hand, 
‘« becaufe he perceived, as he fays,.that the 
‘¢ trial which the Queen’s majefty, was minded 
‘© to have taken was to be ufed with great ce- 
* remony and folemnity :”? And this was even 
a modeft difhdence that he had-in his very 
letters to Bothwell, whether they. would be 
fuftained as genuine, or containing fufficient 
‘ proof. ‘It may be, fays he, that, fuch let- 
‘ters as we have of the Queen, our fove- 
‘reign Lord’s mother, that fufficiently, in 
‘our opinion, prove her confenting to the 
‘murder of the King, her lawful husband, 
‘ fhall be called in doubt by the judges to be 
‘ conftitute for examination and trial of the 
‘caufe, whether they may ftand, or fall; 
‘ prove, or not. Therefore, fince our fer- 
«vant Mr. Zohn Wood has the copies of thefe 
‘letters, tranflated in our language, we 
‘ would earneftly defire that thefe copies may 
¢ be confidered by the judges, who hall have 
‘the examination of the matter, that they 
* may refolve us this far, in cafe the principal 
€ agree 
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* agree with the copy, that then we prove the 
* caufe indeed. For when we have manifefted 
‘and fhewed all, and yet have no affurance 
* that what we fend fhall fatisfy for probation, 
* for what purpofe fhall we either accufe, or 
‘take care how to prove, when we are not af. 
‘fured what to prove, or, when we have 
* proved, what fhall fucceed ? 

I never yet could find the counter-tally of 
this tranfa&ion on Queen Elizabeth’s part. 
‘There is, in the Appendix 4, a paper by Ce- 
cil, confifting of anfwers to every one of 
thofe queftions and doubts; but it cannot be 


| reckoned to have clofed the bargain, which 


muft have been concluded entirely intheterms 


_ andmanner propofed by Murray,as may well 


| appear from this,’'that the Exgli/f commif{fon- 


_ ers took the trouble to compare the pretend- 


ed French originals, with Murray’s pretend- 
ed tranflation >, It furely was nothing to the 
purpofe, whether Murray’s tranflation wag 


| found to be corre&, or not: Nor can any 
fhadow of a reafon be eafily affigned, why 


they fhould have taken this trouble, unlefs, 


for compleating the bargain in Murray's 


terms, they had firft refolved that, in cafe the 


originals fhould agree with his ‘tranflation, 


they would fuftain them as full proof of the 
_accufation. 


‘Thus 
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Thus was_ that, abominable, confederacy 
concluded in the month of “une, betwixt 
Queen Filizabeth and Murray ; {fo that. there 
remained nothing to be done-on_ his part, but | 
to produce his letters, and to {wear home that 
they were Queen Mar y’s hand-writing. 
The only remaining difficulty was, how to in- 
duce the Queen to confent to any hearing 
or conference with her rebels. Much chicane, 
and no fmall time was employed in bringing 
this about, as is to feen by a paper of Cecil’s 
publithed by ‘ames Anderfon +, in which, 
though it is ftuffed with difingenuity, like all 
others from that hand, this is vifible enough. 
At lat, Elizabeth declaring, that fhe thought 
it meeteft that the differences betwixt Queen 
Mary and her fubjeéts fhould be made up 
by a good appointment, to which fhe would 
contribute by her good offices ; that nothing 
was intended, but to reftore her to her king- 
dom in the moft eafy and peaceable way, to 
reduce her rebellious fubjeéts to their due o- 
bedience, and to provide fuch terms for their 
fecurity, as all might continue in a flate of tran- 
guility ever afterwards; Mary confented. 

But when Murray came to York, ready to 

ive in his accufation, he began to. haye fur- 
ther {cruples about the fufficiency of all the 
fecurity he had obtained, either for his con- 
tinuing 

"a Collect. Vol. 4. p. 1: 
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tinting in the'regency, of even being affu: 
red of his life, «He therefore laid his doubts 
before the Exglifs commiftioners; craving to 
be refolved:as to them, before’ he- would ac- 
cule his Sovereign and fifter 2;And the more 
to’incite and encourage them to'anfwer his'de- 
mands, he employed four.of his retinue to 
fhew to thefe commiffioners,, in ‘a private 
manner, his whole proof and .evidences, But 
their anfwers :did snot prove -fatisfactory. 

In the meantime the courtof England per- 
ceiving that Murray’s wheels moved heavily at 
York, all parties were called up to London, for 
the further profecution of the matter: And Q. 
Elizabeth wrote. to her;commiflioners >, 
‘ That the more willingly to, induce them of 
« the Queen’s part to come to, London, . who, 
‘fays fhe, we think will,moft fufpe& the 
‘fame, we would have you. to ufe all good 
‘ means, -whereby the Queen may under- 
€ ftand, that this our conference is intended 
‘-to take away the delay of ‘time :—— For 
‘ we cannot fee any likelihood, but by thefe 
‘ means, how. to end this caufe in honour- 
‘ able fort, and meet for all parties,’ 

‘ In the dealing herein, ye fhall.do well to 
‘ have good regard, that none of the Queen 
of Scots commiffioners may gather any 


g ‘ doubs 
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¢ doubt of any evil fuccefs of her caufe; but 
¢that they may imagine this conference of 
¢ ours principally to be meant, how her refti- 
‘tution may be: devifed with furety of the 
¢ Prince her fon, ‘and the nobility that have 
‘ adhered to him, &’c.2 Thus fhe wrote up- 
on the xvi. day of, O@ober ; and upon the 
#xx. of that month her privy-council met, 
for fettling the form of their procedure at 
this. conference; where it was agreed, that 
two queftions fhould be put to Murray’s par- 
ty, ‘I. How they could anfwer # fuch mate 
* ters as were contained in the reply on the 
¢ Queen’s part? II, Why they did forbear 
‘in their anfwer to charge the Queen with 
‘ ouiltinefs in the murder, confidering that 
‘their party had always given. out to the 
« world that fhe was guilty ? Then, if they 
‘ fhould be content to fhew fufficient matter 
‘ to prove her guilty, it was thought good, for 
« many refpects, that they fhould be affured 
«that Queen Elizabeth would never reftore 
‘her to the crown of Scotland, nor permit 
«her to be reftored, without fuch affurances 
‘as their party fhould allow to be goad for 
« themfelves.” Which was accordingly done. 
The commiflioners met firft upon the xxv. 
of November, and that day being fpent in 
entering proteftations, fhewing their commif- 
fions, 
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fions, adminiftring oaths, and the dike prelimi- 
naries, upon the very next day Murray re- 
ceived from the Exgli/fh commiffioners a full 
and fatisfa@tory an{wer, in writing, to all his 
doubts and demands ; and they received from 
him in exchange his accufation of the Queen, 
which he had in readinefs, but. would not ex- 
hibite, until it was uthered in. by a folemn 
proteftation, in name of himfelf and compa- 
ny, ‘© That their former proceedings might 
‘ ferve fora fufficient teftimony to the world, 
* how unwilling they had ever, been to touch 
‘ their Sovereign Lord’s mother in honour, 
‘orto publifh, unto ftrangers, matters tend- 
‘ing to her PERPETUAL INFAMY.— That 
‘ (fuch was- their devotion towards her!) ra- 
‘ ther than they would {pot her honefty with 
‘ the fociety of that deteftable murder, they 
* had been, content to fuffer their doings ro 
‘be mifreprefented, and themfelves blazoned 
‘as traitors and rebels to their native Prince, 
‘in. whofe. perfon they had put hands unde- 
“fervedly. That eafy had it been for them 
‘to have wiped off thefe, and the like ob- 
‘jections with a few words, if they would 
‘have uttered matters, which they kept in 
‘ fore for the laft caft. [ Pray, dafh out thofe 
* jaft nine monofyllables, good reader !] for fo 
‘ defirous were they to cover her fhame, that 
‘they were content to bear a part of the 
g 2 ‘burden, 
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‘ burden, to'their’ no {mall danger.— They 


well remembred what petfon fhe was, whom 
this matter chiefly touched, even the mo- 
ther of the King their Sovereign, and one to 
whom, in particular, the moft part’ of them 
were bound ‘for benefits ‘received at ‘her 
hands, and therefore could’not ‘but privately 
bear her good-will ; yea‘ fo far, that if with 
the perpertial étile of iny‘one, or even 
a number of them forth of théir’native coun- 
try, they could redeem her ‘honour, with- 
out danger. of the king’s' perfon and wholé 
eftate, they affirm, (and ir’ muft be remem- 
bred they are ftill upon ‘oath) they would 
willingly -banifh themfelves ‘to'-that end ° 
Bur then Scotland could no longer continné 
to be a kingdom, and the proféffion ‘of true 
religion would 'go to pot, ec.’ "T*hereforé 
Queen Elizabeth was bound to put her ‘té 
death : And yet nothing of all this was to “bé 
charged to’ their ‘account, but wholly to'bée 
imputed to their adverfaries, ‘her ‘own’ com: 
miflioners, “°who, whatever they pretended; 

fufficiently declared how little’they’ cared 
what became of her, by prefling thém to come 
to that anfwer, which, it was’ known, they had 
jatt.caufe to make, and would make in the end, 
{ Let fix monofyllables more be dafhed out | 
to her perpetual’ infamy !oFor they had no 
delight al this while to {ée‘her dishononred $ 
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hor came they willingly to her accufation 
‘for a crime fo odiotis, 2 ec, - 

Now to one-who confidets, that they had 
firft produced their letters before their privy- 
council in December the year 1 567, and ha: 
ving converted the ad of their council then 


“made into an aa of their parliament, which 


‘they had printed in 4pril 1568, had fent up 


their letters to London to be confidered, and 
made a bargain about them, as we have feen, 
in Fune, and laftly fhewed them at Yoré in 
OGober, it will appear to have’ required no 
{mallrefolution to énter this proteftation b-fore 
thefe very men, to whom they had communi- 
cated all before, even although they ‘were 
friends. Whether the height of affurance, or 
depth of hypocrify, doth predominate in the 
compofition of this paper, isa problem too 
hard for me; fo I leave the folution to their 
greatef{t admirers; whofe ferious “attention it 
claims in a more f{pecial manner, 

From this narrative of the’ matter, it is 
manifeft that Q.: Elizabeth, feeing fhe would 
have the accufation of Queen Mary dire@ly 
to proceed: >, could employ none other than 
thofe who had ufurped her crown, and {eized 
all her riches; ‘However unfit they were on that 
account ; becaufe they only had proof, while 
few others believed it; and was forced to ad- 
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mit the fame men as witnefles to prove. their 
own accufation, for the fame reafon.’. Which 
being done, how could fhe, in honour, ei- 
ther have expofed their chief evidences to 
open view, or given opportunity | to have fix- 
ed the King’s murder on_ thefe-accufers. and 
witneffes ? The latter would evidently have 
annulled her bargain, and fpoiled all the con- 
trivance : And the danger from expofing. their 
proofs was not much lefs ; for'had ey been 
deteéted to be forgeries, which’ fhe cértainly 
dreaded, Rofs and Herries, who were thought 
to be too clamorous before, would, upon! that 
emergency, have been ready to rend the very 
earth with their terrible exclamations. ' And 
it might have been fufpe&ed, not without 
fome fhew of reafon, that Herries’s {word 
would no longer have lurked quietly in its 
{cabbard, whether Murray or Morton would 
accept his challenge or not ; feeing no other 
reafonable redrefs could be obtained, 

But this dire cataftrophe was prevented, 
by keeping the letters out of the view of e- 
very one, befides Murray’s party and the 
court of Eugland: And thus they continued 
a profound fecret, till in the year 1571, after 
Morton had been a fecond time at London, 
with the Queen’s filver box, and their letters 
in it, for a new conference, it pleafed Queen 
Elizabeth and her minifters to have them 
printed 
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printed at London, along with George Bucha. 
nan’s dete&tion, both in the Latin and Scotti 
languages 4, and the next year in French, 
Along with them there was publifhed a paper 
drawn up by Cecz/ to fupport their credit, but 
moft falfely pretending that they had been 
printed in Scotland », 

For what purpofe they happened to be then 
printed, we are informed by E/izabeth herfelf 


| and her minifters, in their inftruétions in the 


year 1571, to one of her ambafladors or refi- 


dentsin France, for I have not at prefent the 
beginning of that paper: But after many infig- 
nificant arguments to be made ufe of for con- 
vincing the King of France, that he ought not 
to interpofe on Queen Mary’s behalf, we 
have this remarkable prefcription, ‘— And 
‘ here were it not amifs tohave divers of Bv= 
* chanan’s little Latin books,to prefent, if need 
‘were, to the King, as from yourfelf, and 
‘likewife to fome of the other noblemen ~-of 
“his council ; for they will ferve to good ef= 
© fect to difgrace her; which muft be done, be: 
« fore other purpofes can be attained’, ! 
In this manner, and for thefe ends the let. 
ters were made known and fpread abroad in 
the world by good Queen Elizabeth, but 
little to Queen Mary’s advantage; for fhe 
herfelf had been long fhut up in one prifon, 
and 
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and now the) Bifhop of Ro/s her ambaflador; 


was confined: ‘in another; fo! that they could 
know little concerning the practices that were 
carried on in the world. And had they even 
been at greater liberty, tis poflible they might 
not have happened on an abfolute proof of 
the forgery froma printed ‘copy. Every one 
knows that divers indications of forgery may 
be difcovered ina pretended original writing, 
which muft be quite loft m a copy, whether 
written or printed: Indeed had they been at full 
liberty, as they ought to have been, itis not 
to be doubted but that and many other ¢rimes, 
no lefs heinous. and execrable, would. have 
been brought to light, as the Queen herfelf 
exprefly fays a, 

But however. improper accufers and evi- 
dences thefe men were, and. however prepo- 
fterous and abfurd their method of proceeding 
was inrcality, yet as in fome points it refem- 
bled the ordinary form of probation by writ, 
and a great deal of ceremony -haying been 
ufed asa cloak for concealing the want of fin- 
cerity and honefty, it paft with weak under- 
ftandings as a proof, and has {till been plead- 
ed as fuch by perfons of deep prejudices, and 
with fuch it will continue to be fo efteemed, 
until it fhall be quite difproved by clear evi- 
dence; and even then, fome who have their 

under- 


2 Append. p. 298. 


INTRODUCTION. +27 


underftandings: in abfolute fubjeGion to their 
wills, and their wills of a perverfe difpofition, 
will never change their Opinion, or, at leaft, 
not, acknowledge, it, unlefs they could per- 
ceive their intereft in doing fo. 

_ All-others of tolerable penetration, confider- 
ing the clofs: connexion that had always been 
betwixt Queen Elizabeth and Murray’s party, 
fufpected this whole {tory as meer juggle 
and impofture ; but the {tronger evidences for 
the truth of their conjectures having been kept 
fecret to this day, they could not thew clear- 
ly that ic aétually was fo. They made excep- 
tion againt{t the ftile of the letters which in fact 
differs extremely from the Queen’s manner 
of writing ; and this, joined with other pre- 
{umptions, forms a ftrong argument again{t 
them ; but few are capable of perceiving the 
full force of it: And although a man be, for 
his own part, well perfuaded of a thing of 


) that nature, he will findit no eafy matter to 


perfuade others. 

Thefe and the like difficulties have made 
fome of our own countrymen look upon 
this matter as a kind of myfterious abyfs, 
which, altho’ they were perfuaded ithad once 
a bottom, yet did they doubt whether it could 
ever hereafter be fathomed. It is therefore 
not much to bé& wondered, if foreigners, like 
Monfr. Bayle, or others of the like tafte and 
h com- 
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complexion, do treat this affair asa remark- 
able foundation for hiftorical Pyrrhonifm. 
Nevertheléfs it may be faid, that more might 
have been expected from fo high a pretender 
to reafon as Monfr. Pzerre Bayle, than to 
conclude the queftion to be undeterminable, 
after he had run a parallel betwixt the credit 
that is due to George Buchanan’s fatires, or 
hiftory, call it as ye will, and William Gam- 
den’s annals of Q. Elizabeth. Was it not 
poflible that both of them ‘were in the 
wrong? Yea, for ought that he knew, Cam- 
den’s errors, tho’ few in comparifon, and in- 
confiderable, were all on the fame fide of the 
queftion with Buchanan’s vile fictions : Which 
for the moft part is really the fact. 

But perhaps this is all that foreigners, like 
Bayle, can do, who probably do not imagine 
that there aré better evidences to bé had for 
determining thofe points: or, ifthey have any 
fuch notion, know not to whom they fhould 
apply, or where to {earch for them. But it 
would ill become natives of this country, whe 
have fairer. opportunities for inquiry, as ha- 
ving more ready accefs to indubitable docu- 
ments of the tranfaétions of thofe times, to 
put off their readers, or confume their own 
time with prattle about the veracity or cre- 
dit of this or that hiftorian ; a method not to 
be borne with, except in matters of high an- 


tiguity, 
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tiquity, ia which perhaps nothing better is 
to be had. 

It is therefore purpofed in this fmall trea- 
tife, to go to the fountain-head, and ftridtly 
to examine whatever evidence the Queen’s 
enemies brought, either to convict her, or to 
vindicate themfelves; and as for the method, 
to proceed on the fame plan which the Queen 
and her commiffioners appear to have chalk- 
ed out for themfelves, viz. firft to demon- 
{trate the forgery of the pretended letters to 
Bothwell ; and then to fhew that Murray, 
Morton, and their accomplices were the firft 
contrivers, and fome of them the real execu- 
ters of the murder of the King. 


CORSA PE To BR 


|The Hiftory of the Letters to Bothwell 


HE firft mention that I have met with 

of any writing under the Queen’s hand, 

from which her guilt in the murder of her 
husband was faid to appear, isin a letter 
from Sir Nicholas Throckmorton to Queen 
Elizabeth, dated from Edinburgh the xxv. 
day of uly 1567, by which he acquaints her, 
that Morton and his affociates defigned to 
h 2 charge 
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charge their Queen, among other things, 
‘with the murder of her husband,: of which 
‘ they faid they had as apparent proof againft 
‘her, as might be, as well by the teftimony 
‘of her own hand-writing, which they had 
‘recovered, as alfo by fufficient witneffes.’ 
Now fome will be apt to think that the let: 
ters to Bothwell are meant by this word, hand. 
writing : And, I confefs, I would alfo have 
been of that opinion, if they had not affirmed 
with the fame breath, that they had fufficient 
witnefles too. Had the-Queen herfelf mur- 
dered him, or been prefent when the deed was 
done, it°was poffible to have had witneffes ; 
but as that was not the cafe, it furpaffeth an 
ordinary capacity to imagine how they could 
poflibly have had them. Itis to be further 
obferved, that however fufficient thefe witnef 
{es may be fuppofed, yet they muft needs have 
been guilty themfelves, as well as the Queen: 
And thence another very hard queftion arifes, 
What became of thefe witnefles ? Certainly 
they could not be extant upon the 4th day 
of ‘December that fame year ;/for then the 
matter having been reafoned upon at great 
length, and. with good deliberation, ‘in their 
council and convention, for findry days, no 
other way, or means, could be found, for vin- 
dicating themfelves, or accufing the Queen, 


but 
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but the letters to Bothwell only 2. Now had 
there been fuch'witneffes, there would have 
been one other way by them, which could 
not have been forgot, when the men were 
reduced to fo great ftraits. And of what fer- 
vice they might have been to the caufe the’ 
next year in England, every one. mutt fee, 
who confiders that when Q. Elizabeth had 
bent her whole mind to blacken Q. Mary’s 
character, under the pretence of friendfhip, and 
of giving her afliftance, fhe was of neceflity 
obliged to receive both for accufers and wit- 
nefles, thofe moft open and notorious rebels 
and traitors, who hadimprifoned their Sove- 
reign’s perfon, ufurped her royalauthority,and 
feized her whole riches and revenues ; in the 
pofleflion of all which Elizabeth was by com- 
paé to maintain them for their pains, as hath 
been fhewn. The tranfa@tion indeed muft have 
been infamousat any rate, but not tofo evident 
a degree, if there had been other fufficient wit- 
neffes than thefe accufers, who were thereby 
both to have their lives and eftates fecured, 
which they confefs they had forfeited,and to en- 
joy thofe rewards of the higheft nature befides, 
By the fame letter we learn, that they then 
accufed the Queen of two other crimes; the 
firft whereof was ‘ TYRANNY», for violating 
‘ both ther common and ftatute laws, and, 
‘ namely, 
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‘namely, for the breach of thofe flatutes _ 
‘which were enacted in her abfence, and: 
« confirmed by Monfr. de Randan, and Monfr. 
¢ D’ Oifel, in the French King her husband’s 
‘name and hers.’ They mean the ads of 
their pretended parliament 1560. But in the 
firft place, Meflrs. de Randan and D’Oifel 
had no fuch commiflion, either from the King 
of France, or from Her. Secondly, they had 
both left the kingdom before thefe pretended 
laws were framed. And in the third place, 
not one of thefe pretended flatutes was ever 
ratified or held as law, till Murray got two of 
them confirmed in his parliament in ‘December 
1567, after the Queen was in prifon. 

A third crime, which they faid they were 
to lay toher charge, was ‘ incontinency, as well 
‘with the Earl of Bothwell, as with others, 
‘ having fufficient proof again{ft her for that 
‘crime.’ /As they never wanted /ufficient proof, 
it is much they did not run over the deca- 
logue, and aferibe to her every fpecies of crime. 
Their proof is to be feen in G. Buchanan's 
detection #, that extraordinary performance, 
which Q. Elizabeth was fo good as to difperfe 
thro’ France >. In it we have fucha fenfelefs 
inconfiftent {tory about the Queen, and dame 
Reres, Margaret Carwood and Bothwell, anda 
window, and a belt, and every thing, either 
; within 
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within ‘doors or without, clearly feen ina 
dark night, by thofe who were not prefent, 
as has fearcely any parallel in other romances, 
even the moft abfurd. Yethe proves all by the 
confeffion of a dead man, to wit, George 
Dalgleifh, which, fays he, ‘yet remains on 
record ; alchough in that confeffion there is 
not one fingle word of the ftory +. But if the 
dead man’s confeffion will not do, the Queen’s 
own will certainly be fufficient, for, we have 
Buchanan’s wotd for it, fhe confeffed it her- 
felf, A reader who is not acquainted with 
Mr. Buchanan or his books, will be apt to 
think, thar as fhe was a Roman Catholick, 
this confeflion had been made to fome kna- 
vith little prieft, who had thus revealed it a- 
gain. But that was not the cafe; the con- 
feffion was made to the moft ghoftly of all 
shoftly fathers and mothers, even to thé 
good Regent the Earl of Murray, and his 
dear mother the Lady Lochlevin. Mr. Bu- 
chanan’s word will be fufficient to. make this 
{tory pafs with fome well difpofed people’; 
but, for the conviction of others, it were to 
be wifhed that Murray had fworn to the 
truth of it, or elfe had put it into “Dalglez/b’s 
confeffion: For to affirm that it was to be 
found there, when it is not, has an extreme 
ugly afpedt. 

Was 
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~ Was it not fomewhat unlucky, «that: the 
Queen’s hand-writing fhould have been firft 
mentioned amongft fo many abfurdities and 
falfhoods? And doth not that givea handle for 
fulpeéting this proofto have been as ill found- 
ed as the reft? It will perhaps be asked, Why 
all this ado. about mentioning her writings in 
Fuly 1567: Doth it not appear from the a@ 
of Murray’s privy-council in September 1568, 
that they had got them in Fune the preceed- 
ing year*? It is fo faid there indeed : buthow 
are we to know whether that tale has more 
truth in it than their former ftories? In any 
event this letter of ZArockmorton’s is fo far 
ufeful, as it dire&ly confronts their holy pro- 
teftation, that they always declined to pu- 
blifh this matter to ftrangers >, and thus fhews 
how much credit is due to their affertions, 
even when upon oath. 

The letters feem to have made their firft 
publick appearance in Murray’s privy-coun- 
cil, in time of a convention upon the iv. day 
of December 1567°. 

They were next produced. in Murray’s 
parliament that {ame month 4, 

Thirdly, there was a tranflation of them, 
(as Murray calls it) fent to London, to be 
confidered by the council there, in the begin- 
hing of Fune 1568. 

The 
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The fourth time:of their appearan¢e was 
when: Mortan.delivered them, box and all, to 
Muyrray in his privy council 4; xvi. Sepfemoer 
1568. ih. twist 
They were {kewed privately to the Exg- 
lifh commifioners .at York, by four’ of Mur- 
ray sretiiue; athong whom was Mr. George 
Buchanan, upon the x. day of Odfober 1568 >. 
They were, produced before the Engli/h 
commiffioners; at, Landon, upon the vin. day of 
December 1568, and by them examined, com- 
pared and recorded , | 
Their laft:publick appearance was in Le: 
fox’s privy-council, when they were re-deli- 
vered to Morfo, then going.to London, up- 
onthe xxii. day; of | Fanuary 1571, and there 
alfo: they were entered upon record 4, 

But neither the pretended originals, nor either 
of thefe records can be found at prefent, tho’ 
no {mall enquiry hath been made after them. 
Morton had got the originals again into his 
hands, and with him. they remained, until he 
was accufed of the king’s murder, upon the 
xvii. of Fanuary 1581. After, which the Earl. 
of Angus, ashis heir by tail; having taken 
the infpection and charge of his effects, tll 
the iffue of his.trial. fhould be feen, the box 


and letters fell into his hands, and fill was 
1 : kept 
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kept by him and his fucceflors s for I find an 
anonymous hiftorian who wrote about the re- 
ftoration of King Charles II. affirming that 
the box and letters were at that time ‘to be 
{een with the Marquis of ‘Douglas; and it is 
thought by foie, that they are: ftillin that fa- 
mily, tho’ others fay they have fince been {een 
at Hamilton, What pity it’ is: that they are 
not fought out and engraven on brafg!) | 
Fence it is‘ nov eafy tovaccount for what we 
read in the Naadeana, that Gabriel Naudéfaw 
thefe letters at Rome. If a! printed copy is 
meant, it vas no ftrange fight; nor wasit ne- 
eeflary to go’ to Rome for its andthe pretend- 
ed originals were not to bé feen there, in hig 
days, wherever they may. be’ now, “He ‘adds, 
‘* ‘That, for’ his part; hei willing to believe 
“« all that Monfr. de Dhow and Buchanan have 
“ faid of the Queen to be very true.” A 
rafh declaration to come ‘fo abruptly froma 
man of fenfe; it favours’ mich of an inter- 
polator’s polluting hand’; ‘and thefe U4na’sare 
known to be of little or no authority. But how- 
ever it came there, it refle@s little honour on 
Mr. Naudé. Every one knows that there weré 
fuch letters, whether he fw them or not: 
But, unlefs he could have fhewn that they 
were the Queen’s own, this declaration is 
foolifh. Yet as if it were to the purpofe, we 
fee it taken held of it ina hodge-podge of im- 
pertinence 


-felves. 
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pertinence and. blunders, of divers people a- 
maffed together, and: lately printed at Aber- 
deen,on account chiefly, as it would, feem, of 


an obfcene word, which in the Neudeana ftands 


ina dead language ; but they have tranflated 
it, and infift on it, thereby difplaying the im- 
purity, as wellas the malice, of their hearts. 
Who can but pity that poor weak Man, who 
is ufed.as a vehicle for tranfmitting fuch rot- 
ten. wares, and thereby expofed'to be fo mi- 
ferably pelted, inftead of the proprietors ! 
The records that were made of thefe let- 
ters would be’ of littl more ufe than the 
printed copies, for the difcovery of the forge- 
ry ; fo that we need not be very anxious about 
them. The extracts from them of fuch para- | 
graphs as were thought moft to the purpofe, 
by the Exgli/h commiflioners, are ftill to be 
{een 2, The letters were printed at London 
in the year 1571, at the end of Buchanan’s 
detection, three in Latin, and all in the . 
Scottifo language, where they ftudied to pre- 
ferve the Scottifh diale&, that they might 
feem to have been publifhed in Scotland, as 
Cecil gave out >; but their anxiety in that mat- 
ter, made them’ fometimes miftake the older 
Englifh fyMabication for Scottish, putting nat 
for not, andthe like, and thus betrayed them- 
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The firft edition of the dete&ion and let 
ters in French, was alfo publifhed at Lon 
don, though it bears in’ the title-page that 
it was printed at Edinburgh” by Fhomas 
Waliem, a8 appears froi its giving an ac~ 
count, fol. 82. of the execution of Marher and 
Barney, which it fays happened in the begin: 
ning of that year 1572.’ ‘Now thefé ‘men 
were hanged, drawn and quartered, according 
tothe Englifh fathion, upon the rtth day’ of 
February that year, for treafon againtt Cecil, 
and the printing of that book was" finifhed 
upon the thirteenth day-of ‘the fame month; 
as it teftifies itfelf ; and’ therefore muft have 
been done at London, and not at Edinburgh, 

It was a common ¢uftom’ in’ thofe days, 
that when the Enghfh court thought proper 
to publifh any {candalous'books, or pamphlets, 
they made the title-pages bear that they were 
printed in Scotland ; fuch’as ‘thefe editions of 
the detection; the books ‘Da furoribus Gal- 
hicts':' Ee Revielle matin, both ih’ French and 
in Latin, Funius Brutus, Sc. 

In the fame Year 1572, the ‘dete@ion and 
letters. were publifhed’ at’ St. WAndrews in 
Scotland by Robert Leckprevik; which Hames 
Anderfon would impofe upon us as the firfte: 
dition, as alfo that it had heen tranflated from 
the Latin by Mr. Buchanan himfelf : Neither 

of 
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of which is true. That théy had been print: 


ed in England before that time, as was faid 


already, we learn from Alexander Hay’s letter 
to Knox 4, ‘dated the xiv. day of December 
1971: Andthat the tranflation was made by 
fome other perfon, who hath not always 
rightly apprehended the true meaning of the 
Latin, could be made appear at great length, 
ifthe matter:-were of any moment: But, 
whoever wants to feethe truth, may find fome 
examples in’ Mr. Thomas Ruddiman’s notes 
upon that work, All thefe editions were con- 
fulted in printing the letters in this book. 

Itis to be obferved, that the. editions in-the 
Scotti/o language have -cight letters, and the 
French only feven. Murray aétually prefent- 
edeight > before the Exglifh commiflioners, 
but they:did quietly reject one of that num: 
ber, and accepted of the other feven’* onlys 
Hence that one. is wanting in the editionsin 
French, which. was. certainly publifhed -at 
London by Cecil; notwithftanding all his dif 
fimulation and affertions to the contrary, either 
in the book itfelf, or ellewhere4. He it waswho 
drew up the fupplement atthe end of it agdinft 
the Queen and Duke of Norfolk, and had:all 
in readinefs to be. publifhed, how foon the 
Duke fhould be beheaded, which, as he ex: 


pected 
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pected, fhould have. beer upon the rath day 
of February 21572,. But that matter being 
put off for fome time, to his great grief, he 
hada few alterations to make, and thus the 
book was finifhed at the printing-houfe only 
upon the 13th of that month. 


C it Ae Be 
Murray's Proof of the Letters to 


Bothwell examined. 


F all the evidences that’ were found 

out for proving the letters to be the 
Queen’s own writing, the firft in the proper 
natural order, though not in time, is a fort of 
{tipulation betwixt Murray and Morton, in 
their privy-council, the xvi. day of Septem. 
ber 1568, before they fet out for England >; 
by which Morton delivers up to Murray the 
box and letters in it; and Murray, in return, 
gives him an at of council, for his exone- 
ration, containing an ample teftimonial and 
declaration, “ that Morton had all along 
truly and honeftly kept the faid box, and 
“‘ whole writings and pieces within the fame, 
“without any alteration, augmentation, ‘or 
« diminu- 
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© diminution thereof, in any part or portion ;” 
then obliges himfelf to make them all forth- 
coming for the benefit of all concerned. I 
call this the firft evidence in the natural order, 
becaufe, although they had been the year be- 
fore produced both in their council and parlia- 
ment, there had never been any mention made 
how or when they got them. This deficiency 
is now made up; for in this at we are told, 
‘« that they were found with the late George 
“ Dalgleifp, fervant to the Earl of Bothwell, 
upon the xx. day of Zune 1567.” And thus 
allis well, had we been told who found them. 

But here it comes naturally to be queftion- 
ed, how Murrayor his council, and efpecially 
he himfelf, who was in France at the time, 
could fo readily and roundly atteft, either that 
this box and letters were found with Dal- 
glei/b,or that Morton had {o honeftly preferved 
them all that time, without any manner of 
change or alteration ? This feems repugnant 
to common fenfe, and is fo far from anfwere« 
ing their purpofe, that it affords the moft ve- 
hement prefumption of fraud. 

Their acs of council and parliament ? in 
‘December 1567, may be reckoned another 
of their evidences, for they cannot well be 
counted feparately, becaufe their act of par- 
liament is nothing but the fag-end of their 
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act. of council; which -council,was. held for 
devifing. before-hand, § how and by . what 
€ means.a full and _.perfe& law and, fecarity 
‘might be obtained,.and made; for-all thofe 
‘ who either by deed, counfel or {ub{cription 
‘had entered in .their caufe fince. the be- 
‘ginning. And, the matter being largely, and 
‘with good deliberation reafoned. at great 
‘length, and upon, fundry days, .at,laft the 
‘ whole lords, barons and others could find 
“no.other way or means to find or make the 
‘ faid fecurity, but by producing thefe letters; 
which, they declared, they were moft.loth 
to-do, for the love they bore.to the Queen’s 
perfon, who was once their fovereign, and 
‘for the reverence of his Majefty, whofe 
mother fhe was, and alfo on account of the 
many good and excellent gifts wherewith 
God fometime endued her, if otherwife the 
fincerity of their intentions and proceedings 
{rom the beginning might have been known 
to foreign nations, and the inhabitants of 
this ifle (of whom, many as yet remained 
in fufpence of judgment) fatisfied and refol- 
ved of the righteoufnefs of their quarrel ; 
and the fecurity of themfelves and their po- 
‘ fterity, by any other means, could have 
‘ been provided and eftablifhed.’ | 

Behold how lucky a hit this, that it fhould 
have chanced Dalolei/fo to be apprehended 


with 
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with the lettersyatoa time’ of fo great diftrefs. 
‘S’hefe they produced in parliament, - and ob- 
tained fecurity in their, own very terms, with 


_ the alteration of only one; fingle word, ‘buta 


_moft cruel.and.unlucky word it, was, and 


might have undone all. 
“In their, a& of privy-council, which they 


| prefented by way. of petition to their parlia- 
| nent, they had affirmed that the letters were 


) written and, fub{eribed by the Queen’s own 


hand : But when they came to be produced 


before the parliament, O miferable negle&! 
the fub{cription had even been forgotten tobe 


added ;, and. when they had once, appeared 
) thus, publickly without it, could never after- 


| wards, be fupplied: And both the feal, it feems, 


: and indorfation, had been forgotten alfo «, No 
' very inconfiderable defects, ! 


"The Parliament therefore could not find 


| Yep to have been fubfcribed by her ; but 


they found them to be holograph; for inftead 


of faying they were written and fubfcribed 
with her own. hand, as the act of council has 


it, they fay the letters were written wholly 


| 


with her own, hand ; and all the reft of the 
act is in Murray’s own or his council’s words, 


It may be faid that it was proof enough, if 


the parliament found them to be written by 


her, altho’ the fub{cription was wanting. But 


k who- 
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As Murray’s Proof of the 
whoever will object this, ought firft to fatisfy 


-us how papers, which upon the iv. of De- 


cember are affirmed by an aflembly of twen- 
ty eight perfons, to have been fubfcribed, 
came to: appear thereafter not to have been 
fub{cribed, nor ever after pretended to have 
been fo by thofe very perfons themfelves, 
when fo often mentioned +. For though this 
circumftance may at firft view appear fmall 
and trifling, any thinking perfon who mature- 
ly confiders it, will perceive that they had des 
figned to have prefented their letters to the par- 
liament formally fubferibed by the Queen, by 
what ever mifhap it fell out that it was not 
done; and then it will become extremely 
hard to believe that any of thefe letters had 
been written by her, any more than fubfcri- 
bed, even although the parliament had {worn 
to it. 

If any body fhall exprefs their amazement 
how the parliament could have allowed an 
a& to pafsin their name, in whieh it was faid, 
that thefe letters were wholly written by the 
Queen’s own hand; I refer them to the rea- 
fons given for their condué& in that matter by 
a numerous affembly of the greateft perfona- 
ges in the kingdom, of whom many were 
there prefent, oz. ‘ There was nothing done 
« in their parliament that might prejudge the 


Queen’s 
a Append. p. 67. 87. 92. 235 
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«:Queen’s honour in any fort, her Grace ne- 
*-ver having been called nor accufed there- 
‘of: for what was done was not to declare 
‘her Grace guilty of any crime, which of 
‘reafon noways could be done againft her 
‘ Majefty uncalled; but only an a& made 
‘ for fafety of themfelves from forfeiture, who 
treafonably had put hands on her Majefty’s 
moftnoble perfon, and imprifoned her Grace, 
only founding their proceedings upon juft 
meaning, as they alledged ; which fundry 
noblemen who were her Grace’s favour- 

ers, then prefent, bore withal, moft prin- 
cipally for fafety of her Grace’s life, which, 

before their coming to parliament, was 
concluded and fubfcribed by ‘a great part. 
of thofe who had feized her perfon, to 
be taken from her in moft cruel manner, as 
is notorioufly known; fuppofe fundry of 
the noblemen, partakers with themfelves, 
refufed to fubfcribe the fame, or confent to 
her death in any ways. 

‘And in cafe any fuch a& had been made, 
the fame cannot prejudge her Majefty in any 
‘ fort, in refpeé they had no lawful power to 
‘hold a parliament, And alfo it is againft all 
¢ Jaws and reafon to condemn any creature on 
‘life, until they be firft called to ufe their 
‘lawful defences, or, at leaft prefented in 
“judgment and heard. ; 
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46 Murray’s Proof of the 

‘ And likewife it is againft all laws and rea- 
‘ fon, and alfo it was never feenin praétice, that 
‘ ever the fubjects were judges of the Prince; 
‘but fhould always obe ey them, zea, albeit 
‘they be wicked, as the {cripture declares 2’: 

‘his is the true ftate of the matter, We 

fee by their own petition, drawn up in their 
council, that they defired to have it enacted 
thus andthus, only as. a full and perfe& law 
and fecurity.for themfelves and their pofterity 
which they affirm they could not devife by 
any other means. Murray with twenty feven 
of his fatellites or partifans, who were all 
petitioners for it, and fo ought not to have 
been prefent, fat and voted for having it paft; 
and all who favoured the Queen were obliged 
to confent to let them have that fecurity, 1 
their own terms, left they fhould murder 
rer: which fome of them had concluded to 
rave been done, and had fubfcribed a cove- 
nant for that end;. and George Buchanan, 
vho that very year had been moderator of 
the general aflembly of the kirk, had by this 
time prepared | us dialogue de jure regni, for 
juftifying all thefe purpofes, from which, one 
may welllearn what was in agitation, 

If it fhallfeem ftrange that any of thefe men, 
who fo amply teftified the great love and good- 
will that they bore to her perfon, on account 


of 
® Append. p. 354+ 360. 
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of her high rank, and many good and. excel- 
lent gifts and virtues, fhould have been at the 
very fame time confulting and covenanting 
to cut her off; there is nothing in this more 
than the fame perfons did over again the next 
year, while they declare their devotion, pri- 
vate affection, and good wilhes towards her, 
both for private and publick refpects, and ac- 
knowledge the moft part of them were bound 
to her for benefits received at her hands ; and 
yet in the fame paper will have Q. Elizabeth 
to crave her husband’s blood at her hands, 
as being bound fo to do by God’s ordinance, 
and at the next meeting, Elizabeth and they 
together prevailed with that weak man the 
Earl of Lenox to give in a petition to the 
{ame purpole >. And this may fuffice to fhew 
that there are no great things to be built upon 
thefe aéts of their council and parliament: Not, 


‘to infift that men of as great judgment as were 


among them, affirmed that the letters were 

none ofher writing ¢ 
It is fill to be kept in remembrance, that 
thefe letters had paft both in their privy-coun- 
cil and parliament, without any account given 
how, or when they fhould have come to their 
hands. ‘Dalglei/b was then alive, and. poffi- 
bly might have denied that ever he had them, 
But he being put toa cruel death amongft o. 
others, 
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others, in Fanuary following 1568, the box 
was faid, at its next appearance to have been 
found with him, upon the xx. day of Fune 
1567: But by whom is not faid, in either of 
the two receipts that are granted for it 1. It 
would feem ‘Dalglei/h had not been appre- 
hended by Morton himfelf ; and thence would 
arife a chafm in the progrefs of the letters, 
which, as is commonly received; was from 
the Queen to Nicholas Hubert, or French 
Paris, who gave them to Bothwell, who 
gave them to Sir Hames Balfour, who gave 
them to ‘Da/glez/h, from whom they were ta- 
ken by Morton, who gave them to Murray, 
after he kept them truly and honeftly for 
near xv. months, as Murray beareth wit- 
nefs. But that ever Sir Sames Balfour had 
them, or that Morton had them from Dal. 
gleifh, no man is warranted to fay, by any 
original accounts of them that appear at pre- 
fent. They mutt have paft through as many 
hands at leaft, and probably more : But here 
we are as yet inthe dark. Morton’s decla- 
ration of the manner how he came by them, 
which he exhibited before the Exngli/s com- 
miffioners upon the ix. day of ‘December 
1568, ought furely to have cleared up this 
matter, which perhaps it may do afterwards, 
for at prefent it cannot be found, 


Were 
a Append. p. 90. 91+ 
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Were people at liberty to form their judg 
ment concerning the matter from fuch fhore 
hints as occur, it behoved them to conceive 
of itas not a little myfterious. Thus the Eng 
lifp commiflioners, after Murray’s deputies 
hadinftruéted them privately in thefe mattersa, 
wpon the x. day of October, ufe the follow- 
ing words, in relation to the manner how the 
box, dc. was found: ‘* The manner how 
* thefe men came by them is fuch as, it 
«« feemeth, that God, in whofe fight mur: 
der and bloodfhed of the innocent is abo- 
« minable, would not permit the fame to be 
«hid, or concealed.” Something very un- 
common is always hinted at, whenever this 
affair is mentioned >, | 

As the whole ftrefs, in a manner, of the 


_eaufe depends fundamentally upon this declas 


ration (for without it, what would all the refk “ 
fignify ?) we muft allow that there has been 
fomething in it. Thereis indeed an obvious:and 
weighty objection, Morton had always been 
ina confederacy with the enemies of his coun: 
try,and partaker in its {poils, both before, at; 
and after the reformation ; and was one of the 
principal affaflines when David Rizio was mur- 
dered, and the Queen fo horribly abufed, and 
made prifoner ; that he was alfo one of the 

con- 
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50 Murtay’s Proof of the 
contrivers and executers of the king’s mur- 
der; and,  laftly,:» the ringleader» in im pri- 
foning the Queen in Lochlevin ; therefore his 
oaths and declarations could hardly have been 
regarded, or accepted, in any caufe, far lefs 
in this, could his fingle teftimony be received 
for the bafis of the whole fabrick. . Qn the o- 
ther hand, it is to. be confidered;:that.if thefe, 
or the like objections, fhould have been allow- 
ed of, they would:have debarred all the reit, 
as well as him, from bearing teftimony in this 
caufe, as they had been all more or lefs con- 
cerned in the fame tranfactions; by which 
means our famous letters would have been 
rendered quite infignificant, and we fhould 
alfo have been deprived of the declaration by 
Murray and all the ‘reft of his commiffioners 
the next day, which may be efteemed as the 
capital of all: .It-is in thefe words : 

«¢ We, > by the tenor hereof, teftify, avow 
‘© and affirm, upon our honours and con 
« {ciences, that the whole. miflive writings, 
¢fonets, obligations and contraéts, aré un- 
‘ doubtedly the faid Queen’s proper hand- 
‘¢ writ ; except the contrac in Scots, dated 
«« at Seton the v. day of 4pril 1567, written 
« by the Earl of Huntly, which alfo we under- 
« ftand and perfectly know to be fubferibed 


by 


Aa 
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* by her, and will take the fame upon our 
¢¢ honours and con{ciences, ¢'c, 

But ‘no man ought to overload his con- 
{cience ; and whoever fwears more than he 
can know, doth no fervice to the caufe, but 
hurt. Other people ufe to fwear that they 
truly believe, or are perfuaded, that this or 
that paper is of fuch a perfon’s writing : But 
here all is point blank, undoubted knowledge 
and perfec certainty in this declaration, which 
was given for corroboration of their oath 
made before 4, as if that had not been fuffi 
cient. 

And their fwearing fo pofitively to the 
Queen’s bare fub{cription, confifting only of 
fix letters>, of which one might eafily forge 
a hundred in a day, fo as neither fhe herfelf, 
nor any of them could be able to difcern the 
difference, difcovers fuch a keennefs and refo- 


Jution to go through ftitch with their matters, 


as in men who muft have been acquainted 
with the nature of writings and of oaths, can 
be called by no other proper appellation, than 
that of deliberate perjury. All men, ’tis like- 
ly, will not fufficiently comprehend the ground 
of this obfervation, but the moft part of fine 
writers and engravers know that the matter 
is fo, and they are the moft competent judges, 

which 
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52 Murray’s Proof of the 
which is enough tome: They {wear at the 
fame time that the Earl of Huntly wrote the 
paper at which this fubfcription was +: ought 
théy not alfo to have proved his hand-writing, 
or to have got him to acknowledge the fac 
fome way or other ? 

Hitherto we have {poke only of what may 
be firitly called home-proofs, as depending 
wholly upon their own knowledge and con+ 
{ciences. Now as to their auxiliaries : 

They introduced one Thomas Crawford, 
whom they call a gentleman of the Earl of 
Lenox’s », as the perfon of whofe conference 
with the Queen, on her way to Gla/gow, 
fome mention is made in the firft letter ¢; 
and he {wore to fome words that then paft 
betwixt the Queen and him, But what tri- 
fling, what penury of evidence was this ! the 
Queen furely was not alone with Crawford 
upon the road to Glafgow ; and thus other 
perfons of her retinue might have known 
what words pat, as well as either of them, and 
f-om them thefe words might have come into 
the letters ; or, what hindered but Crawford 
might have divulged them himfelf ? fo whe- 
ther he fwore true or not as to that matter, it 
js the fame thing. Yet though this part of 
his teftimony was idle, that which follows 

| was 
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was not fo. He fell wpona way to {wear 
to moft of the contents of that letter, without 
feeing it, and it is as long as all the reft put 
together: Anda very certain way it was : 
For he {wore 2, ‘ That as foon as the 
¢ Queen of Scots had fpoken with. the King 
this mafter at Gla/zow, from time to time, 
* he, Crawford, was fecretly informed by the 
‘ King of all things which had pafled betwist 
“the Queen and the King, to the intent that 
‘he fhould report the fame to the Earl of 
« Lenox, his mafter ; becaufé the faid Earl 
‘ durft not then, for difpleafure of the Queen, 
‘come abroad !. and that he did immediately 
¢ at the very time, write the fame, word by 
‘ word, as near as he poflibly could carry the 
‘fame away: And, fure he was, that the 
-* words now reported in his writing, con- 
‘ cerning the communication between the 
¢ Queen of Scofs and him, upon the way near 
‘ Glafgow, are the very fame words, in his 
‘ confcience, that were fpoken: And that the 


‘ others, reported to him by the King, were 
‘the fame in effeé& and fubftance, as they 


¢ were delivered by the King to him, though 
‘not perhaps the very words themfelves. 
[One would think they might have been 
in the very fame words.] Caufa fcientia 
piel. 

l 2 ‘The 
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54 Murray’s Proof of the 


The Earl of Lenox indeed was never 
much worth; and if he did not fee the Queen 
on that occafion, it may be thought he has not 
been on the mending hand. But’ what then? 
Jet the gentleman’s evidence be confidered. 
Give,ear, ye politicians, and ftate judges: 
We have read and heard of ferewing up an 
evidence to the juft tone; of twifting and 
torturing a letter, or the like, till. it would 
bear the proper intended meaning ; of ftraim 
ing and {tretching a paragraph of ftatute, till a 
man, perhaps not much beloved by the Great 
or Godly, might;by a felect jury;.be believed to 
be within the verge: But fay,'Can it -be made 
appear from all your journals, that fuch: a 
matchlefs mafterly teftimony, fo clear and 
convincing,» was ever given, or received by 
any of you, as thatthe evidence fhould have 
had a copy ofa Queen’s. billet-doux in his 
pocket, wherewith to convict her, without evet 
having feen the original; nay even. before fhe 
could have had:time to write it? ’Tis thought 
it cannot be done. But what did I fay? acopy! 
that it couldnot be: they were both originals’; 
and the one might'well have paft for the other, 
had not Crawford’s been fubferibed, while 
the other wanted the fub{fcription. 

This matter then feems:to be near at a 
point. ‘There is no room left for anfwering, 
Crawfurd, who knew beft, has fworn clear 
and 


Letters to Bothwell examined, 5S 


and full: And let any man {wear the con: 
trary, who can, So it is hoped every one is by 
this time fully and entirely fatisfied of the 
capacity and integrity as well of Crawford 
the evidence, as of Murray and Morton plain. 
tiffs, and of the moft honourable the judges; as 
alfo with regard to the letters, whether they 
are not to be reckoned genuine ; for there can 
be no doubt from the very beginning as to 
Crawford’s copy, becaufe he acknowledged the 
writing, and {wore to it in open court: Butif 
anyreader doth notas yet find himfelf convin- 
ced, he will do beft to ftop fhort here ; for all 
that is to follow will have no effe& upon him. 
There {till remains another teftimony of 
the fubfidiary kind, which appeared not till 
nearly eight months after their proof at Lon. 
don had been concluded ; and-that. arofe from 
two confeflions. of Nicholas. Hubert, other: 
wife called French Paris, who is-faid to have 
carried almoft all the letters »bétwixt. the 
Queen and the Earl of Bothwell... The lat 
confeflion is here printed @, it being the moft 
material, and clear in all points. . It contains 
not only a particular account upon what 
occafions the letters were written and fent, 
but alfo expreffes his knowledge of fome re- 
markable points contained in them, which had 
been communicated to him, withyplain tokens 
and 
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and circumftances, as that he himfelf de. 
livered to the Earl, not only the firft letter; 
but alfo the bracelets therein-mentioned : 
That letter likewife, which is here’ printed 
in the laft place, paft through his hands, to- 
gether with the ring that is faid to be fent 
along with iv. In like manner he was the 
bearer of one of the letters for the rape, 
which he delivered to the Earl out of hisown 
hand, and got from him an-anfwer making for 
that purpofe. He gives particular ‘and plain 
indications of the Queen’s privity to the con- 
trivance and execution of the murder, which 
none of the reft, who had formerly been put 
to death as guilty of that crime, had ever 
touched upon; for not one of them had faid 
a word againft the Queen at all’. In fhort, 
he is as clear with relation’ to the Queen’s 
guilt, both in the murder and rape, ‘as’ he is 
tothe Earl’s, with whom ‘he was prefent at 
both.’ So'that had he been: at London to bear 
teftimony along with Thomas Crawford, their 
joint evidence would furely have appeared fo 
clear and: ample, as they’ muft needs have 
borne down all oppofition, doubt or contra- 
diction ; efpecially when it is confidered, that 
Paris made this confeflion againft his own 
life, and was put to a cruel death on that 
very account: So that it is hardly to be ima- 

sined 
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gined, that he would have uttered any thing 
that was not ftridlly true. 

Yet not the lefs, however clear and partie 
cular thefe teftimonies: may appear, if the let: 
ters themfelves fhall after all happen to be 
difprov’d, what will become of the teftimonies ? 
And how will any one be able to account for 
them ? ’Tis manifeft they muft ftand or fall 
together; for which reafon I fhall defer the 
confideration of the teftimonies, till the let. 


ters are firft difcuffed, 


appa chal shel eibeoe 14 


The infufficiency of the Letters for 
_ abfolving Murray’s party, or pro- 
ving their accufation of the Queen. 


ET us now confider the ends for which 
thefe letters were produced, and exa- 
mine whether they were fufficient for obtain- 
ing thofe ends. The firft and chief purpofe, 
as hath been faid already 2, was, that this 
might be a foundation for a full and perfect 
law and fecurity for them and their pofterity ; 
and that it might be declared, ‘ That they, 
in 
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58 The Letters infuficient 


‘in taking arms, and imprifoning the Queen, 
‘had done the duty of noblemen and good 
‘ fubjects, and in no ways had offended, or 
‘ tranfgrefled the laws in that faé, or any 
‘ thing depending thereon, either preceeding; 
‘or following the fame: And therefore 
‘ fhould be innocent, free, and acquit of the 
¢ fame, and of all aétion and caufe, criminal or 
‘ civil, that might be commenced againft them, 
¢ gc a, And for the reafon mentioned above >, 
they got an act paft for that purpofe in their 
parliament, where, as they affirm, there was 
a greater aflembly of the eftates, than had 
been for a hundred years before ©; which 
they vapoured upon at London, as a matter 
that added no {mall weight to all their tranfadti- 
ons. ‘There were certainly more provofts of 
petty burghs at it than perhaps ever had been 
in any Scots parliament before; why did 
they not tell that likewife ? As alfo that their 
parliament was not very unanimous in their pro- 
ceedings, but there were proteftations made 
againft fome things relating to the Queen, of 
which proteftations they would not fuffer 
their clerks afterwards to give out copies 
or extracts 4? 

But had they been all unanimous, and ten 
thoufand times more numerous than they 

} were 
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were, that act was altogether unjuftifiable and 
abfurd : For no parliaments, no aflemblies 
of men or angels could have made it lawful 
and right in them, to have taken and impri- 
foned their Sovereign upon the fifteenth and 
fixteenth days of “une, on account of thefe 
letters, which they pretend to have found 
only’ upon the twentieth day of that 
month 2, when the matter wasallover: Af 
ter five days, yea five hours was in this cafe 
the fame, as after five revolutions of Saturn : 
For thus they were equally criminal as if their 
letters had never been found nor heard of, 
or even never had exifted. But indeed when 
they had fhut up their beneficent Sovereign 
in prifon, and ufurped her authority and 
riches, it became in.a manner neceflary to 
find the letters, or fome other pretence of the 
like nature, which they might give out as a 
reafon for fo doing; and they themfelves affirm, 
thatthey could find no other way or means 
for their own vindication or fecurity >. 

Oh ! but it has been faid, and probably 
will be faid again ; Not fo faft. Fudge not that 
ye be not judged. Cuarity is a chriftian 
duty ; and MopERATION is ftill a virtue, 
which becomes perfons of all ranks, and ad- 
orns all fexes and ages. Thefe men, as 
being men, might poflibly have tript in fome 

m circum: 
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circumftances, fuch as in a point of regulari- 
ty in their proceedings ; but beware what 
you fay. Confider that thefe were the very 
perfons who fome years before, even in the 
years Mpurx. and Mpux. brought about 
fuch glorious things in the fear of the Lord, as 
is well known; for fo they themfelves, who 
knew beft, always profeffed and declared. 
Think upon this, and then tell us, whether it 
is not reafonable to believe, that they proceed- 
ed here alfo upon righteous motives and juft 
and folid grounds. Were not ‘ their hearts mo- 
ved, (they declared it at York +) fo that they 
‘ chought nothing more godly; nor more ho- 
nourablein the fight of the world, than, by 
punifhing the Earl of Bothwell, chief author 
of the King’s murder, to relieve others in- 
nocently calumniated on that account ; to 
put the Queen to freedom from the bondage 
of that tyrant, who prefumptuoufly had en- 
terprifed to ravifh and marry her (whofe 
lawful husband he could not be, neither fhe 
his lawful wife) and to preferve the inno- 
cent perfon of their native Prince, from the 
hands of him who had murdered his father ? 
The profeffion of the true religion could not 

ermit them to do any lefs; and had they 
not done fo, Scotland could not have conti- 
nued in the ftate of a kingdom >,’ 
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Thefe men therefore are to be looked up- 
on as avengers of innocent blood, zealous fup- 
porters of religion, and vindicators of publick 
juftice, the moft loyal fubjects, and trie pa- 


triots. What although they had not got the - 


letters, till after they had fecured the Queen, 
and taken the government of the kingdom, 
and all her riches, revenues and jewels under 
their care ? Might they not have had {trong 
inward impreflions, or even revelations, as they 
wanted not prophets among them, witnefs 
Fohn Knox, that fuch papers would fome- 
time be found ? It might be fo, for aught you 
know. How then can you have the aflurance, 
for the difference of five or fix days only, to 
infinuate, much more to mention, fuch things 
as forgery, perjury, and perhaps murder too ? 
Fy, fy! prefumptuous creature! thefe are 
unfeemly hard words. A man ought at leaft 


to have fome regard for his own reputation. 


Will ye wantonly expofe yourfelf to reproach 
and fcorn? Do ye think that, at this rate, 
any of the more polite gentlemen or ladies 
will read your book? No! fuch language is 
not to be tolerated, ec. 

This laft, part of the argument will be 
found offinall force in the prefent cafe. Andas 
to the reft; Was it ever heard that people who 
now form fuch objections, did ever yet com- 
plain of lack of moderation in Murray’s and 

m 2 his 
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his party’s fwearings, or in George Bucha- 
nan’s writings? Were they privileged and 
warranted to write and {wear their Sovereign 
and great benefattrefs, into notorious open a- 
dultery, and the murder of her husband to 
boot, in the moft pofitive language imaginable; 
when they knew their charge to be moft 
falfe? And muft that be ftill allowed to pafs for 
gofpel, without contradiction ? {o that others 
muft not venture to fay, that thefe men were 
ouilty of the crimes of which they ftand mani- 
feftly convicted by their own avowed foul 
writings and fcandalous records; but muft 
be rundown, and reprefented as breaking 
through the bounds of all religion, natural 
and revealed, and trampling even common de- 
cency under foot? 

Some people’s actions, it muft be confeffed, 
are fo extravagantly grofs and hideous, that 
there is no danger of affixing too {trong epithets 
to them, becaufe, to furnfh the proper language 
for them, the dictionary would {carce fuffice : 
And yet a modeft man, tho’ he can {wear to 
the truth of the faéts, will decline to givea 
full and plain detail of them, unlefs he is 
brought upon oath; fo that doit he muft. 


. And one who writes of charaéters and faéts in 


the hiftorical way, is under a moral obligation 
tobe as careful and cautious about what he 


fays, 
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fays, as if he were {worn, and therefore muft 
{peak out, without minding confequences. Or, 
is the old rule reverfed, fo that now itis, Ne 
quid veri dicere audeat ; ne quid falfi non au- 
deat, for moderation’s fake? Moderation is 
certainly an amiable, decent, comely, well 
bred gentlewoman: No manin his fenfes ever 
denied it : But there arecourtezans too, who 
{trole about in the ,very fame drefs, and 
impofe upon the unwary. One who in a dif: 
puted point betwixt facts, or characters in hi- 
{tory, tells truth moderately, that is min- 
cingly, differs but ina {mall degree from him 
who tells lies moderately. However that 
there is any intemperate language here, I 
know not ; but if it fhall appear fo to others, 
Jet them confider whether it is not excefs of 
truth that makes it fo. 

Ay, but have not fome meek men written 
upon the like controverfy with more tem- 
per? No; they have not, if the fubje& be 
attended to; fora parallel cafe never yet ex- 
ited. Let the criticks wait till that happens : 
Then, and not till then can they be at libers 
ty to make comparifons. 

As to the fuggeftion, that the party might 
poflibly have had reafonable fufpicion of the * 
Queen’s guilt before-hand ; the very apolo- 
oy makes againf{ them. Do not we find 
them 
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them all along faying +, and {wearing®, in their 
declarations, proclamations, aflociations and 
anfwers, that they took arms, as they exprefs 
the matter, to fet the Queen at liberty, which 
they effected, by fhutting her up a clofe prifon- 
erin Lochlevin fortrefs, before they pretend 
to have found their letters? and then extort- 
ed her fubfcription toa dimiffion of her crown, 
in their own favours, for fear of death, with 
which fhe was threatned by one, whom fhe 
knew to be fufficiently capable to execute it, 
even by ¢ Patrick Lord Lindfay, becaufe fhe 
knew both him and his chief employer (Vm 
not able to reduce the word to a moderate 
fize) to be affaflines. 

But furely their fwearing will never per- 
fuade any mortal in his fenfes, that this was a 
proper method for fetting the Queen at liber- 
ty: And yet, their fwearing that this was 
their intention, excludes entirely the new in- 
vented pretence, that they might poflibly be- 
fore hand have fufpected the Queen’s guilt, 
and expected foon to find proof thereof. The 
weaknefs of this Apology they feem to have 
been aware of themfelves, when they {wore 
at York, that they fhut her up in prifon di- 
rectly ¢, becaufe fhe ‘‘ threatned to be aven- 


“ ged 


2 Anderfon’s colle&ions, vol. 1. part 2. p. 129. 133. 138. 
b Append, p.122. 145. © P. 167. 362.4 P. 145. 


for proving the Fa&ts alledged.-- 65 


“« ged on them all, and offered to Jeave and 
‘* give over the realm and all, fo that the 
“‘ might be fuffered to poffefs the murderer 
‘* ofher husband.” The abfurdity of which 
tale appears from this, that they confefs fhe 
came over to them voluntarily #, and doubt- 
lefs upon the faireft promifes on their part’, 
Had they therefore obferved their promifes, 
there had been no room for her threats. On 
the contrary, no fhadow of reafon can be ima- 
gined why the Queen fhould have voluntari- 
ly gone over to them, even upon their fair 
promifes, but that fhe never did, nor could, 
fully approve of that forced marriage to which 
fhe had been conftrained by the folicitations 
of her beft well-wifhers in the kingdom, with 
whom alfo her enemies had joined in giving 
a Bond tothe Earl of Bothwell for the de- 
claration of his innocence in the murder of 
the King, and for promoting that marriage at 
any rate, without asking her confent ; recom- 
mending the Earl as the fitteft man in all 
Scotland ; and among thofe were the ring- 
leaders who. afterwards pretended to accufe 
him, and actually imprifoned her. Surely 
they had forgot to write the letter to Both- 
well, which Me/vil/ tells us ¢ they pretended 
to have intercepted, and on which they then 
founded the caufe of her imprifonment, or 


elfe 
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elfe ithad been produced to verify: their af: 
fertions. But all is falfhood and contraditti- 
on, every one as well of their ftories, as oaths 
being inconfiftent with another, from firft to 
Jaft. ‘The true caufe of imprifoning her, was 
neither on account of. her threats, or of her 
letters written, or to be written, found or to 
be found, but to complete their own confpi- 
racy, into which they had entred two years 
before, when fhe was about to marry Lord 
‘Darnly Earl of Ro/s ; for then they covenant- 
ted “to flay him and his father, and divers 
“* other noblemen then about the Queen, and 
“to make the Queen herfelf prifoner in 
«¢ Lochlevin, for all the days of her life, and 
“‘ the Earl of Murray to have ufurped the 
* sovernment*;” as is acknowledged and 
affirmed by three that were on the plot, 
namely, the Earls of Argyle and Rothes and 
Lord Boyd, All thefe three events happen- 
ed, two of them certainly by the very fame 
party’s means; and can it be doubted as 
to the third? This is the only true reafon 
for fhutting her up prifoner in Lochlevin, be- 
fore they found thofe letters, which they af 


terwards alledged for their juftification. 
But how fhamelefs was it to fwear, that the 


Queen faid fhe would leave kingdom,and all, ¢e 
poffe/s the murderer of her husband! Can any 

| mortal 
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mortal believe it? Oh, but it may be faid, 

the Queen probably named the Duke of Orf- 

nay, who was in fact the murderer of her huf- 
band: As if thefe were fo neceflarily conver- 
tible terms, that they might be changed at plea- 
fure, by people upon oath ! So far was it from 
being poffible for the Queen to have exprefled 
herfelf in thefe terms, that our deponents do not 
pretend to have had any tolerable knowledge 
or certainty evenof Bothwell’s guilt, till the 
xxiii, and xxvi. days of Zune, that is, even af- 
ter their finding the letters, as is clear from 
their own a&ts and proclamation upon the {aid 
xxvi. of Fune +. Yet this is not more grofs 
than their words immediately following, ‘That 
the Queen finding herfelf wearied of the go- 
vernment, fo that her body, fpirit and fenfes 
were altogether unable longer to occupy the 
fame, fhe renounced it, in favour of her 
fon. If perjury ftares one broad in the face, 
almoft in every paragraph of their writings, 
they only and the perfons who prompted and 
admitted it are anfwerable for it. 

And as to their godly and honourable de- 
figns of which they talk, of what kind could 
that godlinefs be that prompted them, for 
their pains in dethroning the Queen, to ufurp 
to themfelves her kingdom, and feize her 
n riches 
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riches and revenues to their own ufe, of all 
which, fuppofing fhe had been juftly fet afide, 
not the leaft article could have appertained to 
them, but, as was well known and eftablithed, 
devolved by law, immediately after her, upon 
the Duke of Chaftelherault, who certainly had 
written none of the letters to Bothwell, nor 
had been prefent with him at the King’s mur- 
der, becaufe he was then in France, and ought 
not therefore to have been deprived of his juft 
right. 

If it fhall be alledged that this matter was 
already argued and adjudged, . at the conclu- 
fion of the conferences at London and Weft- 
minfter; where Q. Elizabeth, after a full 
hearing, gave her fentence againft the Duke, 
as appears from the whole procefs concerning 
it, faithfully entered in George Buchanan’s 
hiftory =: The.anfwer is, that all George Bu- 
chanan’s {tories are not true Sterling; for 
which reafon, ’tis hoped, that the following 
chapters may ferve to fet him afide from bear- 
ing teflimony hereafter in any caufe. The 
matter of fact was thus : 

The Engli/b commifloners atYork, had,up- 
on the 20th of Odfoder defired the Scots com- 
miflioners of both fides to declare their opi: 
nions as to the government of the realm, du- 
ring the minority of the Prince: The Queen’s 

com: 
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commifioners. declared the law and practice 
to be in favour of the neareft lawfully de- 
fcended of the blood royal, being of perfe& 
age a, as was and is well known to have been 
the cafe. Murray and his partners declared 
that the Governor was elective, fupporting 
themfelves by many falfhoods >, as will be ob- 
vious to all who are tolerably acquainted with 
the hiftory of our country. But Murray alto- 
gether difrelifhing the queftion, which he knew 
tobe by no means tenable for his purpofe ; 
and it being now refolved that the further 
hearing of the caufe fhould be at London, 
the very next day he offers and propofes {ome 
requefts to Queen Elizabeth ¢, and this parti- 
cularly among the reft ; 

‘ Becaufe his Grace (Murray) underftands 
¢ fomewhat to be meant and {poken by his ad- 
‘yerfaries, of the Duke of Chaftelherault’s 
‘ right, as well to the fucceffion as to the go- 
* yernment and adminiftration, during our So- 
« yereign’s minority, befeeches her Majefty that 
‘no mention be made hereof (as a caufe im- 
‘ pertinent to the ation in hand, for which 
¢ this convention was appointed) in this pre- 
fent colloguy and aflembly : For that the 
‘ queftion of fucceflion during the King our 

n 2 ‘ mafter’s 
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‘ mafter’s life, is not fit to enter in by him : 
At leaft he hath no caufe to complain of 
wrong, or hurt, during our faid Sovereign’s 
life, whom God preferve. And as to the 
adminiftration and government; for the cau- 
fes above fpecified, it cannot be mentioned 
at this prefent, but with danger to that ftate : 
For upon the one part that fhould be, as 
it were, an enfign difplayed, whereunto 
all the little and fmall particular factions, 
(wherewith the ftate, to our great grief, a- 
bounds). fhould and might retire them, to 
fave themfelves, and trouble that ftate, and 
boldly contemn the ju/? authority, and the 
laws: Such as are the whole murderers of our 
fovereign Lord’s father, and thezr dependents; 
‘ the whole dependents and well-willers of the 
Earl of Bothwell; the whole Papifts; the 
‘ whole faGion of thofe that hate the union ih 
‘amity of thefe two nations, ec, His 
“ Grace doth marvel, that the Queen’s maje- 
‘fty, for any caufe, might be induced, at this 
‘ prefent, to enter into that purpofe, being 
‘ fo dangerous, as faid is, to the troubling, 
‘and continuing in trouble of that ftate, 
«whereof an fpecial care muft now ly-up- 
“on her Majefty’s fhoulders in many ‘re- 
fpeats, &c.’— To conclude, ‘ either the 
€ Queen’s majefty muft dire@ly, and without 
‘ delay, eftablifh that ftate, under the pre/ent 
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‘ governmnient. and authority, orelfe, by delay- 
‘ing thereof, : nourifh faction, comfort’ the 
‘ wickediand feditious, hurt her friends, main- 
* tain hervewemies, endanger the ftate of relz- 
« gion, and the amity, and, by divifion of au- 
‘ thority, provoke the entry cf ftrangers with- 
«in the ifle; All which inconveniencies are 
‘without difficulty, and with {mall charges, 
‘taken away, in joining with the prefent au- 
¢ thority and government, &c. 

See how earneftly Murray prefles Q. Eli- 
zabeth to {mother this queftion entirely; 
which it would feem was done, for ought. that 
yet hath appeared, excepting in Mr. Bucha- 
nan’s book. It, were toy be wifhed, upon 
Q. Elizabeth’s account, that nothing more 
might ever appear concerning it; becaufe 
the reafons upon which her fentence is there 
{aid to have been. founded, do not feem fo 
perf{picuous and cogent as would be requifite 
before a man could be deprived of his right, 
in a matter of fo high confequence ; on the 
other hand, for Buchanan’s fake, it might be 
wifh’d that her fentence could be produced, 
left men, who do not believe in him, fhould 
furmife that he made it. himfelf. 

Now their depriving the Duke of Chaftelhe- 
rault of his right, and feizing it to themfelves, 
proves manifeftly that power and great riches 
was all the godlinefs that they purfued: And 
who 
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who could ever after that doubr,: but out of 
the fame fpirit of avarice and ambition, they 
would have endeavoured. to ‘dethrone the 
Queen herfelf, . tho’ altogether innocent, that 
they might poffefs themfelves-of all? And then 
they might invent reafons and crimes at their 
leifure. But among all the ufurpers that are 
to be found in hiftory, they were the moft 
unlucky in» telling their tales confiftently, 
which could proceed from no other -caufe 
imaginable, but that they had nothing true to 
alledge, nor were able to invent any: thing cre- 
dible or paffable again{t a character fo high and 
well known; any thing which could {tand the 
te(t,:and be rationally accounted for, upon any 
fort of {tri examination., For it. is plain 
faét, that the more they laboured to fix their 
impudent fictions upon the Queen, the deep- 
er they {tuck in.the mire, and the more they 
difclofed their own falfhoods and forgeries: 
{rfomuch that had not the keennefs and ear- 
néftnefs that poffeft both them’ and Q. £iiza- 
beth to have her efteem’d guilty, prompt- 
ed-them to lead fuch a proof of the letters, 
gc. as. could be contrived, and then to pu- 
blifh them.to the world, it had not been pof- 
ble, neither at that time, nor at prefent, 
to have detected their wicked procedure fo 
fully and clearly, as we are thereby enabled 


to do, 
The 
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The-fecond of the principal reafons for pro- 
ducing the letters, was, to fhew ‘ That the 
“Queen was in the foreknowledge, counfel 
“and device; and perfuaded and commanded 
‘ that her husband fhould be murdered ; and, 
‘ after that was done, fortified and maintained 
‘the murderers.” A heavy charge! but 
which, had it been true, came with a ver 
ill grace from. them, even had they been 
her equals, and manifefted the higheft ingrati- 
tude imaginable. They themfelves, with the 
very fame breath by which they accufe her, 
do acknowledge that the moft part of them 
were bound to her for benefits received at 
her hands >; and altho’ they had denied the 
fa&t, we could prove it. On Murray and Mar 
fhe had freely and entirely beftowed their 
Earldoms, befides many other gifts and off- 
ces. Morton was nothing behind with the 
former two. "That Earldom had been in her 
father’s hands at his death ; and fo came un- 
der her revocation ; which he well knowing, 
had refigned it into her hands, and. obtained 
from her a new gift, of the fame, which fhe 
confirmed to him in parliament, the xix. day 
of April, that very year in which they de: 
throned and imprifoned her. Befides, that fhe 
had made him:Chancellor of Scotland, and had 
conferred feveral other gifts upon him, be- 
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fore the murdet of David Rizto. “The Lord 
Lindfay alfo fhe made Sheriff of Fife, &c. 
And not only fo, ‘but when the Earls of 
Murray and Morton, together with the Earl 
of Glencairn, the Lords Ruthven and Lindfay, 
the young laird of Lethington, and Kirkaldy 
of ' Grange, and, in fhort,. the chief of thofe 
men who rofe up againft. her, had forfeited 
their lives and eftates, fome of them by open 
treafon and rebellion, and others by affaflinat- 
ing Rizio, her fecretary for French affairs, 
before her face, within her own chamber, in 
the palace of Holy-rood-houfe, where they had 
reafonably confined her perfon ; fhe had gi- 
ven all of them remiffions for their lives, and 
confirmed to them their eftates. The Earl of 
Lenox had fhamelefly betrayed the King of 
France, his mafter, and converted to his own 
ufe afum of money with which he had been 
intrufted, to deliver it to that King’s friends 
in Scotland, for fwpport and defence of the 
Queen, and of the kingdom. He had open- 
ly broken. out in rebellion, but proving un- 
fuccefsful, had fubmitted himfelf: But then, 
inftead of performing his promifes, he ftole 
away privately, entered into a bargain with 
Henry ViXI. of England, by which they were 
to divide Scotland, forfooth, betwixt them, of 
which the latter was to have that part on the 


fouth Gide of Forth, and the former all the 
reft 
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reft 2, And the method which he took to 
bring all this to pafs was, by becoming to the 
Einglifo, thofe perpetual, malicious, and in- 
human enemies of his country, aleader and 
conduéter for deftroying it with fire and fword, 
by fea and land, fo far as they were able; 
with other praéices equally fhocking, dif 
graceful and unmanly: For which he was 
moft defervedly forfeited. Yeteven him the 
Queen reftored, and married his eldeft fon, 
whofe mother was, after the Queen herfelf, 
the next heir of the crown of England, think- 
ing thereby to cut off all pretences from that 
giddy nation, for oppofing her own unqueftion- 
able right. Thus Lezow, from being a pen- 
fioner and mean dependent upon a fickle and 
wicked court, was put ina condition of beco- 
ming the greateft man in the three kingdoms, 
next after his fon, had his fpirit been equal 
to fo good fortune. And George Buchanan 
too, the panegyrift and hiftorian of thefe wor- 
thies, after he had tried to pufh his fortune 
throughout divers kingdoms, asa foldier, pe- 
dagogue, {chool-mafter and poet, returning 
home at laft, inthe true condition of a ftrolling 


poet, recived from the Queen a yearly penfion 


of fivehundred pounds Scots during life, which 
was, at that time, of more value than any ec- 
clefiaftical living in Scotland is at this day. 
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Could any perfon have imagined that thefe 
men would firft have beftirred themfelves a- 
gaintt a Sovereign fo beneficent to them ? Oh! 
but it will be faid, the holinefs of their religi- 
on, and their ftrié regard to juftice, was fuch, 
that gratitude, and all other worldly refpeés 
muft give place. Well, although one can 
{carce have patience to hear religion and ju- 
ftice alledged as motives for the behaviour of 
men confefledly guilty of fo atrocious crimes, 
let it be fuppofed for once, that they thought 
their religion had intitled them to.a perfec 
monopoly of all crimes ; fo that they, and 
they only, were at liberty to commit them ; 
yet till it might have been expected that 
fome one or other of the points, or articles, 
of the accufation fhould be made out clear- 
ly by the proof. But nothing of that is to be 
{een in the prefent cafe. There is nothing in 
the letters that could plainly fhew the writer to 
have been in the foreknowledge, counfel or 
device of any murder, far lefs to have per- 
fuaded or commanded it; and as little is 
there about maintaining or juftifying any mur- 
derers. Nor will it feem very ftrange to a- 
ny,who refleét upon what has been proved, a- 
bout the bargain betwixt Queen Elizabeth 
and Murray, that the letters were received 
by her as fufficient proof of matters which 
they do not prove at all; for they might 
have 
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have paft there, altho’ they had been blanks ; 
in regard thefe equitable judges, in confedera- 
cy with thefe fair accufers, kept all private a- 
mong themfelves. 

But though thefe letters do by no means 
prove the facts for which they were produ- 
ced ; they contain feveral things mean and 
bafe, highly unbecoming any woman ;, but 
abfolutely impoflible to have dropt from the 

en of this accomplifhed Princefs; one pof= 
feft.of a foul fo noble, born ina ftation and 
character fo highly exalted; tenacious of ber 
dignity and honour, even amidft the utmoft 
malevolence of fortune ; and never refigning 
but with her laft breath, the confcious fenfe 
of virtue and decorum. ‘Therefore, in the 
next place, let us fee whether it may be made 
appear manifeftly and unan{werably, that they 
were none of the Queen’s writing, but the real 
manufacture of Murray’s own party, whofe 
character every thing in them exaétly fuits. 
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AMES Earl of Murray was the firft 
man, for ought that has yet appeared, 
who exprefled in writing his {cruples about 
Oo 2 the 
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the genuinenefs and fufficiency of the letters 
to Bothwell, « which, he faid, might poffibly 
‘be called in doubt by the Englifh judges, whe- 
‘ ther they might {tand, or fall; prove, or not*.? 
‘Thus he expreft himfelf upon the xxii day 
of Fune Mpuxvitt. ’Tis very true he had 
before that time, on the iv. day of December 
Mobuxvir, afferted pofitively enough, that 
they were both written and fubfcribed by the 
Queen, in which he happened to be not a 
little miftaken, as has been obferved alrea- 
dy », for fubfcribed, at leaft, they were not. 
Again, on the viii. of “December, the very 
next year, he produced the fame letters, I 
ee upon oath, as written in French by 
the Queen’s own hand ¢; and on the roth of 
that month, he and his companions exhibited 
a new foadrute declaration, upon their ho- 
nours and confciences, that they were un- 
doubtedly the Queen’s proper hand-writing, 
and that they perfe&ly knew them to be fo 4 
Such confident affertions and pofitive oaths 
are no otherwife to be reconciled with doubts, 
than light with darknefs. If it fhould be faid, 
that Murray indeed was entirely perfuaded 
for his own part, and doubted only that 
the matter might appear lefs certain or e- 
vident to others, even that would be a very 
aukward 
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aukward fuppofition: For in aman, who 
perfectly knows that he is poffefs’d of genuine 
papers,itis unnatural and incongruous to call 
in queftion whether or not they will be ac- 
knowledged as fuch by others. | 

To forge letters for Queen Mary was no 
eafy matter. To her natural parts, which 
were great, fhe had added more learning than 
the half of her enemies put together could pre- 
tend to. She {poke almoft all the European 
languages, and poflefta great tafte in the fine 
arts. “Che French was as it were her mother- 
tongue, which fhe {poke and wrote in all the 
perfection that was to be found at the court 
of France. Her hand-writing was formed af.- 
ter what is commonly called Jtalick print, 
which it much refembled both in beauty and 
regularity, and not to be eafily imitated but 
by a fine writer. When fuch a writer wag 
found he muft write French too, and that as 
well as the Queen,to which few, even of the 
natives of France, could pretend : And not 
only fo, but’he muft be acquainted with per- 
fons and tranfadtions about her court, fo ag 
to make proper allufions, left her Majeity 
fhould appear to-write quite out of character, 
which would have fpoiled all. 

To compafs all thefe ends, and to furmount 
all thefe difficulties, thefe affaffines of their 
Queen’s fame took the following method, 
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Some one or other of them drew up, in the 
Scottifo language, fuch letters, as being dif. 
per{t under her name, they thought might be 
{ufficient to blacken her. And now there 
was nothing wanting but to get them put into 
French : but it would feem, that the perfon 
deftined for that office did not fufficiently un- 
derftand the Scotti/h language. In thefe ftraits 
George Buchanan, who had that year been 
chofen, for his piety, moderator of the General 
Affembly, found out a remedy, by tranflating 
the letters out of the Scottifh language into 
Latin, a language with which the Frenchman 
was acquainted. “Thus the forgery was ac- 
complifhed. At leaft this is certain, that the 
French letters which Murray and his accom- 
plices produced, and {wore to be written 
wholly by the Queen’s hand, are only a tranf- 
lation from George Buchanan’s Latin, and 
his Latin a tranflation from the Scottz/d 
original forgery, even that very original, 
of which Murray fenta copy to be con- 
fidered by the Englifh judges before-hand, 
calling it a tranflation. Why a tranflation ? 
as if the court of England had not under- 
ftood French! | 
If this can be made appear, the letters, and 
every thing depending on them, notwith- 
ftanding all George Buchanan’s writings, and 
Mur- 

2 Append. P. 76. | 


Murray and Morton’s oaths, and after all 
the pains and expences beftowed on this mat: 
ter by Queen Elizabeth and her courtiers, 
muft be laid afide for ever. And to evince 
that it was abfolutely fo, there is nothing re. 
quifite, but to compare the pretended origi 
nals with the pretended tranflation, in the 
fame manner as the Exglifo commiffioners are 
faid to have done*; only it will be proper 
here to call to our affiftance Mr. Buchanan's 
Latin verfion, fo faras we have it, which is 
not faid to have been ufed by them, although 
they had ir. 

I. That the letters were originally written 
in the Scotti/s language, appears manifeftly 
from feveral phrafes that occur in them, pes 
euliar to that language; as for example, 

Letter I. p. 2. No receipt can ferve againfe 
fear : which being compared with Buchanan’s 
Latin, Nulla adverfus timorem eft medicina ; 
or with the French, Owl wy avoit point de 
remede contre la crainte ; fufficiently declares 
which is the original. 

P- 7. And that caufes me to tyne [lofe} 
my wit for very anger. Lat. Que res ita me 
angit, ut mentem & confilium mihi prorfus 
excutiat, Fr.Ce gui me tourmente tellement, 
qwil mofte du tout Pentendement et le confeil. 
Who fees not that the French here is a fervile 


tranf 
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tranflation from the Latin, and that:the Scot 
tif is the original? No man, furely; can’ 
hefitate a moment, who can read thefe. lan- 
guages. 

P. 17. Ye have fair going to fee feik folk. 
It is to be obferved here in the firft place, 
that Mr. Buchanan did read two words wrong 
in this fhort fentence, namely, fazer for fair, 
Ffore] and for fers [fick] as it is in the édi- 
tion at Saintandrews in Scotland, he read fik, 
with the fit edition publifhed in England, 
for which. the Englifh wordis fuch. For 
the right reading, defigned by the firft hand, 
was certainly, Ye have fair going [fore tra- 
velling} to fee fick folk ; which isa mean kind 
of phrafe ufed among people of the lowett 
rank ; and ought to have been tranflated af- 
ter this, or the like manner; Iter facis «- 
gre, egros vifendi gratia. By the fick folk 
+s meant her husband, who aétually was fick; 
and thus the antithefis in the following words 
appears more clearly, Yet ye cannot be fo wel- 
come to them, thatis, to your husband, for all 
your fore travelling, as ye left fome body this day 
in regrate, that is, the Earl of Bothwell, wha 
will never be blith until he fee you again. But 
Mr. Buchanan’s miftakes fpoil the fentence 
very confiderably: Bella hujufmodi hominum 
vifitatio! &e. and the Frenchman could .not 
mend the matter ; it behoved him to follow 


his 
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his leader: Voyla, une belle vtfitation de telles 
gens! YT know not what others may think of 
this affair, but, for my own part, I would 
reckon that this {mall fentence, maturely 
weighed,, may be fufficient to prove againft 
ten thoufand oaths, and as many atts of par- 
Viament, that thefe letters were originally writ- 
ten in the Scorti/> language. But if any man 
will pretend to doubt, let him firft account 
how this phrafe could come in upon any other 
fuppofition imaginable. 

Page 24. He gives me fome checks, of that 
which I fear, yea even in the quick: He fays 
this far, that his faults were publifh’d ; but 
there are that commit faults, who believe they 
will never be fpoken of. Lat. Interim me at- 
tingit in loco fufpeéto ; idque ad vivum hac. 
tenus prolocutus eft, fua crimina efle palam ; 
fed funt qui majora committant, & opinantur 
ea filentio tegi. Fr: Cependant il ma donné 
attainte du lieu fufpect, et a jufques icy dif- 
couru bien au vif, que fes fautes font cog: 
neues mais gwil y en a, gui en committent 
de plus grandes, encores guvils eftiment qu’ el- 
les forent cacheés par filence, &c. Here it is ob- 
vious that the Latin is fomewhat confufed, 
and doth not exprefs the Scotti/h fufficiently, 
whereby the French tranflator has been mif- 
led almoft into nonfenfe, 
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Let. V. p. 39. Another phrafe occurs, v7z. 
Ve have two ftrings to your bow : But asit is 
in common to us with the French, itis no- 
thing to the prefent purpofe; for which, it is 
thought, thefe already mention’d may be 
found fufficient. 

P. 11. Andif I had not a proof of bis heart 
of wax, and that mine were not ofa diamond, 
whereintill no [hot can make brek (breach) dut 
that which comes forth of your hand.— But 


fear not, the place foall hold unto the death, 


Lat, Ac nifi experimento didiciflem, quam 
effet ejus cor cereum, meum adamantinum, et 
quale nullum telum penetrare poflet, nifi quod 
€ tua manu veniat.— Sed netime; preefidium 
ad mortem ufque cuftodietur. 

Pr. Et fi je weuffe appris par Pexperience, 
combien il avoit le coeur mol, comme cire, et 
le mien eftre dur comme diamant, et lequel nal 
trait ne pouvoit percer, fi non defcoché de vo- 


fire main. ——— Toutes fois ne craignez 


point : cefte forterefe fera confervée jufques 


a la mort. . 

How languid and fervile is the ftile here 
both in the French and Latin, when compa- 
red with the Scotti/// which is fo concife 
and expreflive, and withal fo furnifhed with 
its proper idiotifms, that it fhews itfelf to be 
original and no tranflation, 
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P.12, Falfe vace: I believe they have been 
at fchools together. Lat. Gens illa perfida: ar- 
bitror in eadem fchola doétos fuifle. 

Fr. Cefte nation inftdele: Feftime gqwils 
ont effé enfeignez en mefme efcole. Vhe fame 
obfervation holds here likewife. 

P. 13. Have you not defire to laugh to fee 
me lie fo well, at leaft to diffemble fo well, and 
to tell him truth betwixt hands ? 

Lat. Nunquid fubit cupiditas ridendi, vi- 
dendo me tam bene mentiri, faltem diflimula- 
re tam bene, ac interim vera dicere ? 

Tis not eafy to exprefs in Latin the meaning 
of the laft two words, betwixt hands. Bucha- 
nan’s word interim not only falls fhort, but 
makes his Latin fentence ftand, as it were, at 
variance with itfelf: Which the Frenchman 
obferving, he omitted it altogether, 

gat fey we Two alfe races ; meaning the King 
and the Earl’s wife. Lat. Duo infida hominum 
genera, Fr. Deux e/peces @hommes injideles. 

II. Mr. Buchanan happened alfo to miftake 
the reading of fome Scotti/h words in his copy, 

which it is reafonable to think has not been 
written by a very diftin& hand : Whatever 
gave the occafion for it, he has, by mittaking 
words, runhimfelf fometimes into nonfenfe, 
and drawn in his French tranflator after him, 
Thus 

Let. 1.9.15. We read, Lam going to feck 
Pp 2 my 
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my repofe till to-morrow, when I fhall end my 
bybill ; but Lam fafbed {vexed that at flops 
me to write news of myfelf unto you, becaufe 
zt is fo ling. In which fentence the word 


bible, isa manifeft erroneous reading ; for the 


word 4ille, or bylle, under which appellation; 
in thofe days, were comprehended letters, 
inftruments, poems *, and fhort writings of 
almoft every kind, and divers fuch things 
eo under that name to this day. It is manifeft 
that it is the letter itfelf which is fpoken of 
here, and faid to be fo long, as indeed it is a 
very long one. ‘To call it a Bill does well e- 
nough ; but to call it a Brd/e is abfurd. Nor 
doth this obfervation depend upon mere 
conjecture. Murray and Morton themfelves, 
who muft be prefumed to have been beft ac- 
quainted with their own papers, did read the 
word dylle, in the place where we now find 
the word byble or bydill, as appears by one of 
their papers, which ‘they y exhibited before th 
Englifp commiflioners at London: And in 
“this time, fay they, wz, 24. Fanuary, 
“1567 


@ Seethe gloffary to Urry’s edition of Chaucer. I have be- : 
fore me juft now a kind of poem, by one P. R. which he 
calls, The lamentation of Lady Scotland, sprinted at Sanct- 
andrews in the Year 15723 and in the dedication tothe 
laird of Dune, a Superintendent, he addreffes his poem 
thus ; 


Go Bill than, to the laird of Dune I fend thee, 
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** 1567, fhe wrote her 4y//e, and other Let- 
* ters to Bothwell « from Glafeow.” The 
original forger’s meaning is evident, that the 
bylle or letter was to be finifhed next day, 
(and that was the very cafe as to the letter >) 
but it was fo long, that it hindered the fup- 
pofed writer from writing news about herfelf, 
If the firft/in the word /y//e has the hair- 
{troke at the lower end turned a little up- 
ward, or if a {mall {pot of ink touches it, the 
word immediately reads dyé/e. Whether this 
or the like had happened in George Buchan- 
an’s copy, or not, certain it is, that he read 
the word byble; Ego eo, ut meam quietem ine 
veniam in craftinum, ut tum mea biblia frntam ; 
fed angor, quod ea me a fcribendo de me 1pfa 
ad te impediat, (another edition has smpediant) 
quia tam diu eff. 'Thefe laft words denoting 
lensth of time, were mifapplied alfo: For 
the correfponding words in the Scofti/h ori- 
ginal are applied to the lefigth of the letter ; 
and therefore ought to have been rendered 
by words exprefling length of meafure,or ex- 
tenfion, ‘This interpretation entirely bewil- 
dered the French tranflator. He not only 
was obliged to ufe that ill-chofen word dzdle, 
‘but alfo, becaufe the words, tam diu eft, 
which ouglit to have belonged to it, were on- 
ly 
: ees collect, vol. 2.p. 272. Append. p. 247. 
Bp. 28. 
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ty applicable to a matter that implied durati- 
6n of time, he was obliged to interpret them of 
the Queen’s repofe, or fleep, which marrs the 
fenfe, and is evidently wrong. But to add 
40 more upon this head, let any man eflay to 
fhew how it can be accounted for, that a let- 
ter fhould be here mifnamed a bible, other- 
wife than on the fuppofition that the letter 
was written in our language originally. 

In the fame 15th page, the Queen is made 
to fay, “ She was irked, and going to fleep; 
‘* and yet ceafed fhe not to fcribble all the pa- 
« per that fhe had remaining.” Here Mr. Bu- 
chanan reads naked for irked: ego nudata fum, 
fays he. They who are accuftomed to’ read 
our old writings, know well, that our coun- 
trymen in thofe days often ufed the letters 
i and y indifferently ; fo that they would write 
either irked or yrked, or rather, according to 
the orthography of that time, érkzt or yrkit. 
Tt is alfo certain, that their letter 2, efpecial- 
ly in the end of a word, frequently refembled 
their letter y: And there were fome who 
ufed a fafhion of the letter 7, which bore a 
great fimilitude to the letter @ inverted : And 
from hence might this blunder have been oc- 
cafioned. But from whatever caufe it came 
to pafs, certain itis, that zeked is not, and 


irked is the true reading; the fenfe requires 


it 5 
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at; and fince it appears fo in the Scotiz/h let- 
ters, itis enough. This error, great as itis, the 
French tranflator has enlarged without autho- 
rity, and made it toute nué, ftark naked. Sure- 
ly to fit writing ftark naked, in our country, 
inthe month of Sanuary, required a very 
warm conftitution. Thefe errors are fo grofs 
and ftriking, that to finda tolerable excufe 
for them, would be no eafy matter. But ftill _ 
the Scotti/h appears plainly to be the original 
of the letters. 

P. 22. The Queen is made to refer fome 
things to the care of the bearer of the letter, 
becaufe fhe had too many things to write ; 
after which we have thefe words; J give 
truft to him upon your word. ‘This is very 
intelligible. ‘The Earl of Bothwell is fuppo- 
fed to have recommended this bearer, as a 
trufty perfon ; and the Queen to write that 
fhe trufted him accordingly upon the Earl’s 
word : But unhappily the pronoun of the firft 
perfon, J, beingonly one fingle letter, and 
the moft fimple of them all too, efcaped the 
obfervation of Buchanan’s optics, and, with- 
out it, the word give, of neceflity became 
to belong to the fecond perfon, fo he tranf- 
lated the fentence, Hute adhibebis fidem, jux- 
ta tuum verbum: And in like manner the 
French tranflator after him; Vous adjoufterez 
Soy, felon voftre parole : Booty ect both 
furely 
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furely, but the worft of itis, that their words 
couvey no.tolerable meaning. ‘Lhe bearer 
of this letter, as they themfelves gave out at 
York, George Buchanan being prefent, was 
French Paris; fo alfo it is faid in the 
fecond letter», and is confefled by Parts 
himfelf, or rather by Murray in his names. 
This Paris had been an old fervant to the 
Earl of Bothwell, and had lately been taken 
into the Queen’s fervice: This had been 
well known to the forger of the letter in the 
Scottifb language, and is the very reafon for 
which he makes the Queen fay, that fhe 
trufted him upon the Earl’s word: And in- 
deed it was no fmall truft to have the cars 
riage of a Queen’s billet-doux unfealed 4, efpe- 
cially as it contained “no {mall-matters. But 
no fhadow of reafon can be given why the 
Queen fhould have defired the Earl to truft 

his old fervant, according to his promife, 
Letter 3. p. 33: Buchanan’s Latin, and the 
French tranflation from it, have expreft the 
word Air, which we find in the Scottz/d in 
the fingular number, as if they had found it 
written ¢bir, in the plural. We find alfo that 
the fame was done at Yorke: And yet dir, 
as it appears in the Scottifb, would feem to 
be the word that was defigned at firft, be- 
caufe 


a Append, p. 140. 152. 
b Append. p. 30 © P. 76. 4 See above, p. 54. 
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caufe it {eems to be meant of the Earl’s wife. 
‘There are writings of thofe times ftill extant, 
in which here a there it ig hard to diftins 
guifh betwixt the 4 and th, 

Letter 5. p. 39. The word forefeeing, i 
rendered 3 in the-. French, premieres pr snafee 
which is the harder to be accounted for, that 

the Jatin verfion of that letter. was never 
pr inted.. One would be tempted to fuppofe 
that they had read fore/aying, which marrs 
the fenfe ; but how to account for it any o- 
ther-way, doth not occur at prefent. 

Ili. On other. occafions. Buchdnan has 
miftaken the import of fome words, which he 
read well enough; and thereby introduced 
fometimes nonfenfe or blunders into his own 
Latin, through which they were tranfmitted 
into the Frevch verfion, our pretended origi- 
nal. Thus 

let. 1. 2 53 The King 3 is brouslit in cove 
feffing that ‘he had failed, but not in that 
which he ever denied, (David Rizio’s mur- 
der probably, and detaining the Queen pri- 
foner) and, continues he, & ficlike hog failed 
to fundry of your fubjed’s, whilk> ye have for- 
given, In which fentence Mr. Buchanan has 

miftaken the {mall word #0 for the Ha 

which, with us, is ufed for the fion of the 
Dative cafe; whereas, in this place, it really 
q is 


23. ¢. in like manner. 1,@. Whoms 
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is what the grammarians call a copulative con- 
junction : At prefent it is written thus, 00 ; 
but in former times frequently #6; of which 
an example is to be feen in thefe very letters; 
Let. 5. p. 38.1. 32. and is to be rendered 
by the Latin word etiam. "The argument in 
this fentence, fuch as it is, proceeds thus : I 
have failed : Sundry of your fubjeés have 
failed in their duty too: "Them ye have for- 
given : Why not forgive me alfo 2? But Bw- 
chanan took the meaning to have been, that 
the King had offended feveral of the fubjects, 
for which the Queen had forgiven him. Pec- 
cavi etiam adverfis quofdam civium tuorum, 
quod mihi abs te condonatum eft. And in like 
manner the French : Fay auffi peché a Pen- 
contre a’ aucuns de vas citoyens ; ce que vous 
mavez pardonné. By which both argument 
and fenfe are funk. For on what occafion, 
pray you? how? and in what capacity fhould 
the Queen have forgiven her husband his 
trefpafles againft her fubjeéts? No no } the ex- 
preffion muft be underftood to refpeé& the fub- 
jects themfelves, who had been pardoned by 
her, fuch as Murray, Morton, Glencairn, 
Rothes, Lindfay, and many others. ‘This 
word 7d, little as it is, will be found defpe- 
rately ftiffnecked; and will require a: vaft 
force to throw it out, fo as to account for this 
blunder, how it could have come either into 
the 
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the French or Latin, any way, but through 
negleéting to take the word in its proper figni- 
fication in this place; and yet if that cannot 
be done, the caufe may not properly be faid 
to be defperate, but irretrievably loft. 

The word citoyens, for {ubjects, is alfo ill 
chofen, tho’ it may be a tranflation good e- 
nough for Buchanan’s cives : But that, will 
not do; for the French muft here be taken 
for the original; and ’tis thought that fove- 
reign Princes will not be often found calling 
their fubjeéts by that appellation, 

P.13. This is my firft jornay : I fhall end 
the fame to-morrow. J write all things, howbett 
they be of little werght, &c. 

Lat. Hee eft mea primi diei, expeditio ; 
eandem cras finiam. Omnia fcribo, &c. 

Fr. Voyla ce que j ay defpeche pour mon pre- 
mier jour, efperant achever demain le refte. 
Fe vous efcry toutes chofes, &c, 

This very letter is certainly what is here 
called the journay or journal, being as it were 
a diary of the Queen’s tranfactions for feveral 
days ; and this is what was to. be finifhed 
the next day, which,as is faid in the very end 
of it 2, was accordingly done, Let any one 
try his skill to find out fome tolerable mean- 
ing for Buchanan and his tranflator’s  firft 
day’s expedition being ended the next day. 

q 2 TY. 
a Append. P. 28. 
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TV. Mr. Buchanan by ufing ambiguous o¢ 


inaccurate words, or expreflions, has fome- 
times mifled his French tranflator, of which 
one example has been given already @, in the 
word cztoyens. Another occurs, ; 
Bet y. pi ry. That nothing therethrough 
e fpilt. , 
Ab Ne quid ob id fecus fiat. 
Fr. Oue rien ne fe faffe autrement ;*Where 
the laft "Word doth not exprefs the full mean- 
ing inthis place, although it frequently elfe- 
where an{fwers the meaning of the word /e- 


P. 16. Uncle, Vat: Propinguus. Fr. Pa- 
rent. “Lhe word Unele, w hich particularly 
denotes a father’s brother, ‘or mother’s bro- 
ther, could not proceed either from the Lats 
or French, which are general terms. 

Ibid. The Laird op Luffe. Lat. Luffe 
comarchus. Fr. le prevoft de Luffe. George Bue 
chanan affecting to give Greek or Latin terms 
for every thing, chofe this word comarchis 


o? 


to exprefs what in our language we call a 
laird, and makes frequent dfs of it in tl rat 
fenfe ; but it doth not convey the true mean- 
ing of the Scotti/h word, as it fignifies propere 
ly the governor of a village. In this fenfe 
the #rencé tranflator took it, and finding no- 
thing that,.as he thought, could convey the 

idea 


1 
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idea better, or that fuitedthe origin of the 
word fo well, he tranflated it provo/t of Luffe, 
which muft neceflarily have happened through 
this word of Buchanan’s; for that village had 
never a provoit ; and although it had been o- 
therways, the gentleman, it is well known, 
was never fo defigned before or afterwards. 

Let. 4. p. 36. Confidering that I could not 
have remeedit thereunto, without knowing it, 

Fr. Veu que je n’y pouvoye mettre re: 
mede, fans le donner 2 cognoiftre. 

The Queen is here made to fay, that fhe 
could not have helped, or prevented fome- 
thing, becaufe fhe knew nothing about it: 
Bur. the French has it, that fhe could not 
have helped it, without making it known to 
others. Which it is reafonable to think has 
been occafioned by fome indefinite or abfolute 
expreffion in the Latin. Another example of 
the fame kind occurs inthe fifth letter 4, where 
the perfons arechanged, and the meaning and 
fenfe quite loft in the French. 

V. Mr. Buchanan not only read wrong, 
but either he, or his amanuenfis, wrote fome- 
times fhamefully wrong: For example, 

Let. 1. p. 21. Sed tn timore futuros proce- 
res, quod SO al la il fi aliquando inter 
nos concordes effemus, fe daturum operam, ut 
intelligerent quam par wi eum eftimoffent. It is 

evident 
® Append. p, 28, 
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evident from the Scotti/b word boafting, that 
inftead of comitatus, it. fhould have. been 
comminatus ; and that Buchanan defigned it fo 
is plain from the very conftruction of this fen- 
tence, for cométatus fe daturum operam, . 18.nel- 
ther language nor fenfe. The Frenchman 
could not help it: So he kept by comitatus, 
and rendered it /uzvy. 

P. 18. The Queen is made to write, that 
fhe had been preparing a bracelet, for:the 
Earl, and with much ado had fixed the lock 
and key thereof; but in p. 25. it feems-no 
locks could be got for it: yet that was not 
the worft of it, for George Buchanan unhap- 
pily wrote the Latin word for a lock with ¢ 
inftead of an fj cera for fera, whereby it came 
to be rendered cire, wax in our French origi- 
nal: But what occafion was there for wax 
to a bracelet ? or why fhould the Queen 
have been ftraitned for want of a bit of wax ? 

In. the 22d Page it is manifeft that Mr. Bu. 
chanan, or his ‘amanuenfis, wrote, quod for 
guos, andthe French retains that error. In 
fhort the Frenchman has clofely tranflated 
Buchanan’s Latin, errors and all. Once I find 
him-to have taken one word for two, in this 
fame 22d Page, Meo jufft quovis ibit. Mon- 
fieur read guo vis, and rendered it, Z/ cra ox 
vous voudrez, par mon commandement. "That 
the King, at the Queen’s commandment, 
would 
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would’ go where ever Bothwell pleafed ; 
whereas it ought to have been; that he would 
go any where upon the Queen’s word. 
VI. Some omiffions alfo happened in Mr. 
Buchanan’s Latin verfion, and the very fame 
things are wanting in the French, as a whole 
fentence, . 3. ‘and another fhort one, upon 
the margin of the fourth Page of the firft edi- 
tion, which aétually makes a part of the let- 
ter, but has been confidered only as a margt- 
nal note. 
P. 4.1. 5. The word ferre, or the like, 
to anfwer the word ezdure, is omitted in the 
Latin, which occafioned the word velle to be 
rendered by demanderoit, contrary to the true 
meaning of the fentence. 
P. 23. Neverthelefs I fhall draw it out of 
bim. | 
' Lat. Nihilominus ego ex eo. Omitting 
the words id expifcar, or elicram, which are 
neceflary to complete the fenfe ; which made 
the Frenchman throw out three words more, 
ego ex co, as not finding for what purpofe 
they could ferve by themfelves, and thus to 
enlarge the error, and lofe fight of the mean- 
ing. 

If more were requifite for proving that Bu- 
chanan tranflated the letters out of the Scots 
language, and that the French was tranflated 
from his tranflation, almoft every fentence 


e 
In 
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.in thefe tranflations, being compared with 
the Scotti/h, would contribute to confirm that 
It was certainly fo. The French is altoge- 
ther as it were cut upon tn and fome 
words it has which could never:have been in 
# writing originally French; fuch as, be 
fides thofe aren dy obleryed, p, 25. Argath. 
dey for 4r Sug, J from Buchanan’s Ar cathe lia, 
tn Let. 5. p. 38. there is;an emendation by 
ene or other o Se th Capt BeOS, The Scottifh 


He 
copy ma kes the Queen ufe thefe words to the 


. & 

Earl, Dhat with my joe £ could never 
marry you, ae that being married ye did 
carry me away. Vhis being a plain antici- 
pation, in Cea, of the Earl’s rape of the 
Queen as paft, which had not yet happened, 

the cautious tranflators thought fit to throw 
it out, and inftead of the laft five words 
there, we find the words, ny aller-avec vous, 
in the #rench. But here they fhewed more 
caution than they needed ; for had all their o. 

ther matters been right, thefe words could 


have done them no prejudice, 
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An Objection anfwered. 


HE obfervations contained in the pre- 
ceeding chapter, if duly confidered, will 

be found fufficient for removing every {cruple 
or objection imaginable againfi the forgery of 
the letters, which Murray and his party {wore 
to have been written by the Queen, unlefs 
perhaps one fingle objection that may be ftart- 
ed. For it muft be remarked, that what they 
called the originals have long ago difappeared, 
fo that at prefent they cannot be produced, nor 
can it be faid with any certainty, fo far as I 
canlearn, that they will be found out after- 
wards, although that might reafonably be ex- 
pected. Hence fome perfons, being ftraitned 
for a better anfwer, may take occafion to ar- 
gue, ‘ That people are not to be branded with 
‘ the foulcrimes of forgery and perjury, on the 
¢ authority of printed books: That fuch crimes 
can only be proved by original writings, 
¢ or undoubted records. And although thefe 
‘ French \etters have paft for true copies of 
« thofe which Murray and his accomplices 
‘ {wore to be the Queen’s, whether fhe would 
r © or 
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or would not ; yet, how can we be fure 
that this Frevzch, in which they have been 
received univerfally ever fince the xiii. day 


of February 1572, isthe fame in which thefe 


accufers prefented their letters at London, 
firft in ‘December 1568, and in which 
they had them there for the fecond time, 
from the xvii. day of February, to the 
viii. day of April 1571? Be it fo, that 
they were printed at London, in three feve- 
ral languages, in about ten months after 
this laft period, was it not poflible neverthe- 
lefs, that fome impoftor might have chan- 
sed the original writings, and drefled them 
ip in this fool’s coat, in which we have 
them, in order to affront the modefty of the 
thrice worthy men, who had fo fully and 
clearly given their teftimonies, that the let. 
ters were holograph in the Queen’s hand- 
writing ? 

Would it not be a very wild fuppofition, 


ty 


if 
< 
< 
7 
\ 


and equivalent to yielding the caufe, to al- 
ledge that papers reckoned of fo high impor- 
tance 2, had been publifhed in words and ex. 


Pp 


reffions quite different from thofe in which 


they were originally written, although in the 
fame language, even at the very time while 
the difpute was hotly carried. on, whether 
fuch papers did, or ever had really and a&u- 


® See Pref. p. xiil. 
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ally exifted in the Queen’s hand-writing ? 
And can it be thought, that fuch trumpery 
would have been received then, and ever 
fince, for an hundred and eighty two years, 
as unqueflionably true and genuine copies of 
the letters exhibicred by Murray and his fel- 
lows? as if they and the Englifh court, 
who were fo earneft to have the letters belie- 
ved to be genuine , would have failed to dif: 
cover the cheat! They were moft concern- 
ed inthis matter, and they only were able to 
suard againft counterfeits, becaufe they were 
poffeft both of the originals, and copies ; fo 
that no others could come at them but by 
their permiffion. Queen Mary had all a- 
long required the principals to be produced, 
that fhe might have the infpection of them, 
and make anfwer >. Her commiffioners alfo; 
by her fpecial commandment, had often re- 
quired the fame thing, but {till that was moft 
unaccountably refufed, or deferred; for which 
no fhadow of reafon can be imagined, but that 
Her enemies wereall confcious that the forgery 
would have appeared evidently from their pre- 
tended originals. They afterwards publifh- 
ed them in print, and difperfed them, with a 
view to difgrace Q. Mary, as they themfelves 
declare «: And ean it be thought that they 

r 3 would 


a Above, p. 25. 42.59. > p. 289. 298. 343. 
€ See above; p. 24- 
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would have f{pread abroad {purious copies for 
that effect, and have kept better or genuine 
ones in private with themfelves ? That had 
been a ftra ange ftratagem indeed, for compaf- 
fing their declared laudable purpofes. 

One might naturally have expected to find 
a clear and diftin& account of the letters in 
fome of the firft editions, in one or other of 
the three languages in. which they. printed 
them in the end of the year 1971, and in the 
beginning of the following year, always fub- 
joined to George Buchanan’s detection : But 
in the Latiz we have only George Buchanan’s 
bare affertion that they had been written by 

the Queen, which is of no manner of confi- 
deration. In the edition in our language-we 
are briefly told, ‘ That the Ea tl of Morton 
«had taken them inclofed within a {mall gilt 
‘coffer, nota full foot long, from ya ge 

¢ Dalgleifh, whom the Earl of Fushevail back 
‘ fent ‘to fetch them out of Edinburgh caftle 
¢ That they were well known, and by oaths 
‘to be affirmed to have been written in 
¢ French with the Queen of Scots own hand 
é to that Earl, and were in that editition tranf. 
éJated word for word.’ 

Laft of all, the letters in the retrograde 
manner, appeared in French; which editi- 
on has a fhort preface, where, after fome 
intemperate language vented againft Queen 


Mary’s 
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Mary’s relations on the mother’s fide, we 
have the following account : 

‘ Finally, the letters placed at the end 
‘had been written by the Queen, fome in 
‘ French, fome in Scottifo, and fome wholly 
‘ tranflated into Latin: Butas I had no know- 
‘ledge of the Scottifh language, 1 chofe ra- 
« ther to expreds all thatl found in the Laz, 
«than by fhewing myfelf too {crupulous in 
‘the change of a fyllable, to fruftrate thee 
«(O reader) of the light which thou fhalt 
‘have through them, for knowing to whom 
¢the blame of that execrable murder and o- 
¢ ther enormities in them contained, ought to 
« be imputed %.’ 

Ifhe was unacquainted, with the Scottz/h lan- 
puage, certainly he could not of himfelf ren- 
der into Fréwch any thing written in that lan- 
guage ; fo it was reafonable that he fhould 
+4 that cafe call in the Laéin to his aflitance. 
But in what or how could that affe&t any pa- 
pers which had been originally written in 
| French? 


a2 Au refte, les epiftres mifes fur la fin avoient elté ef- 
crites par la Royne,partie en Fran ;ois,partie en Efcoffois, 
et depuis traduictes, entierement en Latin : mais n’ayant 
cognoiffance de la langue Efcoffoife, j’ay mieux aime ex- 
primer tout ce que j ay trouvé en Latin; que me mon- 
ftrant trop ferupuleux au changement dune {yllabe, te 
fruftrer de Vefclairciffement que tu y auras pour cognol- 
fice a qui la faute de Yexecrable meurtre, et gutres enor 
mitez y contenues, doivent eftre imputecs. 
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French ? He furely needed no affiftance from 
the Latin as to them. Are weto think that 
he tranflated them alfo from the Latin? He 
fays it not; nay he fhuns to fay it: “] 
«« chofe, fays he, to exprefs all that I found 
‘in the Latin ; that is, when rationally ex: 
plained, he gave the French as he found it, 
but the Scotts/h papers he was obliged to 
tranflate into French from the Latin, becaufe 
he knew not the language in which> they 
were originally written, and thus all was fuf: 
ficiently expreffed, but not all tranflated. 
Had he faid or meant that he tranflated all 
f-om the Latin, it muft needs be that he pre- 
tended to have tranflated the French fonnets 
too into verfe again, out of Latin, of which 
the abfurdity is yet more obvious, 

It is to be carefully remarked, that this 
rt edition in French bears in the utle-page, 
and atthe end of the book, that the printing 
of it was finifhed upon the xii. day of Febru: 
ary 1572, at Edinburgh, in which city furely 
one could have had no difficulty in getting the 
Scottifo language fufficiently explained to 
and he muft have been a bold editor, 
and as bold a printer, who would have ven- 
tured to publifh George Buchanan’s dete&i- 
on, and thefe letters along with it at that time 
in that city, which, from the end of April 
1571, to the beginning of Auguft 1572, was 

altoge- 


The Examination of the Letters. to 5 


altogether at the command, and in the pof- 
feffion of Queen Mary’s friends ; and all her 
enemies had either been driven out of it, or 
deferted it of their own accord, and among 
the reft Lekprevik their printer, and Kzox their 
prieft. ‘The falfhood of the affertion, that ie 
was printed at Edinburgh, hath been made 
appear already @ ; but thatis only one of the 
leaft tricks of this impoftor. 

For, fecondly, With regard to the letters 
which he was publifhing in the Queen’s name, 
he had‘no ufe at all for the Scotti/b language. 
He fays fome of them had been written in 
that language. So far fromit, that the whole 
eight letters, of which he gives us only feven, 
were exhibited in Frezch, and fworn to be 
the originals >. Nor is there in any edition, 
in any of the three languages in which that 
book was publifhed, one fingle paper, written, 
or that can be pretended to have been writ- 
ten by the Queen in: the Scott:/h language, 
unlefs it be the citation of the Earl of Lenox 
to appear and purfue the Earl of Bothwell, 
which being a formal law-paper, was certain- 
ly never writen by her, altho’ it behoved that 
it fhould be ified by her authority, and war- 
ranted by her fubfcription. 

Thirdly, He fays the letters had been whol- 

ly 


4 Above P. 38. 6 Append. Pe OF. 235. 239. 256. 


. “ag Kimgedenae ; 4 it re ae Pos . a z a iy ‘ 
ed - Po oeayen mtn aaa a il doe arama 2 seneecenicl heel oestrone 


106 The 


ly tranflated into Latin, and that he chofe to 
exprefs all:that he found in that language ; 
whereas in truth he tranflated all :that he 
found in the edition in the Scotti/b language, 
which makes one half more than is contain- 
ed in the Latin copies, either written or print- 
ed; all which had been added; after ithe La- 
tin copy was printed, as appears from one of 
Cecil’s letters to Waljingham 4, dated the fir 
day of November 1571. ‘* Having this pre- 
«< fent occafion, fays he, to fend two of my 
“© Lord of Oxford’s men to Paris, at his 
Lordfhip’s requeft, ] thought good alfo 
« therewith to fend to you this little trea» 
‘« tife newly printed in Latzn, in commend- 
‘‘ ing or difcommending the Queen of Scots 
“¢ actions, to further her marriage ‘with Both- 
<< well, J hear it is to. be tranflated into 
« Englifh, with addition of many other fup- 
‘¢ plements of like condition :” Which was 
accordingly done at London, no doubt by 
Cecil’s own dire&tion, although he gave out 
that it was done in Scotland >. 

Fourthly, which has as little truth in it 
as any of the reft of his tales, this prefacer de- 
if nies that he had any knowledge of the Scor- 
a | tifo language; whereas he had fo much skill 
) | in it, that all that is {uperadded to the Latin, 

and 
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and which had not been written in French, 
he actually tranflated from a copy of the ve- 
ry edition in the Scotti/b tongue which had 
been printed at Londo a little before, as ap- 
pears fufficiently from his tranfcribing and 
adopting the very typographical errors that 
had crept into that edition, to which he 
fometimes hath fuperadded additional errors 
of his own, as is common in the like cafes, of 
which take the following inftances: 

The Engli/h editor of the copy in the Scot- 
tifh diale&, or his printer, finding a man cal- 
led Black Maifter Fohn Spens, from his iron 
colour, to diftinguifh him from another Hohn 
Spens, who was one of the Queen’s Advo- 
cates, he made two Men out of him, one cal- 
led Black Maifter, and the other Hohn Spens 2, 
imagining that as Maz/fer was a known fir- 
name in England, it was to be taken for a 
firname in that place alfo : in confequence 
of which the Frevch edition has Blac-mai/tre 
for one man >, and ‘Zean Spens for another, 
which could only have happened immediately 
from fuch a copy in the Scotti/h diale&. And 
this tranflator in another place miftook Maz- 

er for a firname, rendring Andrew maifter 
of Errol, André Maifter, Sieur @ Errole. 

{ This 


® Detection, p. 122, » Fol. 59, 
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This printed edition in Scottifb has, in two 
different places, Chok for Eliok 2, the-name of 
a place, which error has been: occafioned by 
the near refemblance of e/# and ch in com- 
mon writ; and inthe French we find that er- 
ror copied >. . 

The former ¢ has Kinrof for Kinros, for 
a firname, for which the latter gives us 
Rinrof4. The firft error proceeded no 
doubt from the fimilitude of the letters f and 
f. And the additional error cannot be fo 
well accounted for any other way, as from 
the great refemblance betwixt the letters K 
and R in the Saxon character, on which that 
edition in Scottifh is printed. 

The printed copy in Scottifh, p. 123. for 
the proper names Herries, Lochinvar, Barn- 
bougal, has erroneoully Hereif, Lothinwar, 
Berne Buxal, which in the French, fol. 60. are 
copied thus, Heireif, Bothinwar, Vernée 
Bruxal. Whence it will be manifeft enough 
to thofe who read old Writings, that the latter 
has been taken from the former, and that the 
additional corruptions in the French, as well 
as the original errors in the copy in Scottifh, 
have happened from the near refemblance of 


the letters f and fi Jandd, c ands. 6 and 
v among 


e Ps Tit. b Fol. 51,5 2 cP, L166 
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v, among themfelves, in writings of thofe 
times. 

The edition publifhed in England in the 
Scottifb language ‘has erroneoufly, p. 122. 
Fohn Hamilton Commandar, inftead of Com- 
mendatar of Arbroth, and this French tranfla- 
ter copying after it, renders that word Com- 
mandeur, which denotes a quite different 
title. 

Alfo the former, by a wrong reading of 
Henry Kinrofs’s proteftation, has the words, 
all qubilk tyme, inftead of ait quhilk tyme, 
which makes the fentence to exprefs a direct 
Falfhood, and to ftand at variance with the 
words preceeding and following; and whereas 
thefe words, when rightly read, come in the 
middle of the fentence, by reading them 
wrong, they are made tobegina new fentence, 
all which blunders are carefully taken down 
by our French tranflator. 

Since we are fo far led in among thefe 
naughty affairs, through we muft go, to get 
out again. In the laft paragraph fave one, of 
Fohn Hay of Bowton’s pretended confeflion, 
a coarfe proverb occurs, viz. The longer dirt 
is hidden, it grows the ftronger, of which fen- 
tence the leading word is wrong printed, 
deirt, which fo nearly refembles the Englifh 
word dearth, that it is rendered in the French, 
faim, hunger or famine. 


{2 The 
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The laft paragraph of the fame man’s con: 
feffion, begins thus ; Ainme/t he confeffit, &c. 
where the word Ainme/?, being ufed adverbi- 
ally, and differing confiderably from the man- 
ner in which the Exglifh write that word, viz. 
hindermoft, hindmoft, or, as we find it in Chau- 
cer, hindereft, this tranflator miftook it for a 
man’s name, and rendered it, Hine/t confef/a, 
&c. 

Hence it is very obvious that the French 
tranflation mutt have been taken immediately 
from a copy of the edition printed in England 
in the Scottifh diale&, and doubtlefs has been 
the performance of an Englifhman, who, al- 
though he was under no difficulty to under- 
{tand our language in general, yet could hard- 
ly fail to miftake fome words, phrafes and 
terms that are peculiar to it, and notin ufe 
among the Englifh, or differently written by 
them. 

Thus tho’ the fyllabication of the Scotts/b 
word nouther, commonly through this firft e- 
dition of Buchanan’s dete&ion, had been 
changed, after the Englifh orthography, into 
neither, (which is only another manner of 
writing the very fame word) yet it having 
unluckily paft without alteration in the Earl 
of Caithne/s his proteftation, it created no 
{mall difficulty to the tranflator into Freach, 
to comprehend what could be the meaning of 
it 
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it. At laft he imagined that it was not to be 
taken for one fingle word, but for two, which 
had been joined clofe together by an error in 
the printing, therefore he read it xo uther 5 
and, by fupplying the word #me, from his 
own conception only, he apprehended the 
meaning to have been, ‘ That the Earl of 
¢ Lenox, and all others, fhould be fore- 
‘clofed from producing at any time after- 
‘wards, any other writings or proofs 
¢ whatever :’? And accordingly rendered it 
thus, Lenos, et tous autres, quelconques fuf- 
fent forclos cy apres a produtre autres efcrie 
tures, ou preuves, guelles quelles, &c. Where- 
as the Earl of Caithne/s was only giving the 
jury’s reafons for their ‘abfolvitory verdict, be- 
caufe neither Lenox, nor any other, had pro- 
duced any writing, token, or proof whate- 
ver, for verifying the Accufation of the Earl 
of Bothwell. 

Cecil obferves 2, That the Scotti/b ortho- 
graphy is not {o hard, but that, after the read- 
ing of two leaves, an Englifoman may ealily 
enough grow acquainted with it. It is fo in- 
deed fot the moft part, but holds not univer- 
fally, as appears from the examples already 


given. But abowe all others, fome technical. 


words and terms of our Scottifh law, did 
greatly puzzle this tranflator ; For example, 

that 
® Append. p. 381. 
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that common expreflion in our criminal law, 
arte © parte, the import of which, tho’ the 
words are Latin, is fo well underftood by e- 
very Scots man, could not be got fo muchas 
read by thofe perfons in Exgland who firft pu- 
blifhed the edition in the Scottifh language : 
"The words occur in three feveral places, and 
in every one ofthem they are printed acfe & 
part. It was not to be expected that he who 
tranflated into French, from one of thefe co- 
pies, would mend the matter; nor did it happen 
fo; for in the firft two places he retained the 
word ade,but not knowing what to make 
of the words & part, he paft them over 
altogether in his tranflation 2: But when he 
met with them the third time, he imagined 
that the reading ought rather to have been 
all and part, than a and part, and accord. 

ingly he rendred it en toute © en partie. 
The word dittay was no lefs unmanage- 
able. We find it firft interpreted, adjourn- 
ment, or fummons >; in the next page it is 
taken for a participle, as if it denoted that in- 
timation had been made of fuch a matter; 
the reafon of which was, that he embraced 
any interpretation of an unknown word, 
that he thought would make tolerable fenfe ; 
and therefore never made any fcruple to 
make 


«Fol. 55. and 56. 5 Fol. 55.4. 
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make it an adjective,ora fubftantive, as he ima- 
gined the fentence required. ‘The next time 
that it occurred, he made it to fignify a pro- 
cefs 2; but at laft finding it explained by the 
Englifo, or rather the French word, indite- 
ment, he obferved its true meaning >, but did’ 
not look back fo far as to reétify his former 


miftakes. 
Befides the reafons already mentioned, the 


poornefs and improprieties of ftile in this 
French tranflation, do afford another ftrong 
argument that it was the work of fome Exg- 
lifoman ; for we find that the ftatefmen of 
that country in thofe days were at a lols, 
upon other occafions, when they had ufe for 
writing papers under-hand in the French lan- 
guage. But if what has been faid already, in 
this and the firft and fifth preceeding chap- 
ters fhall not be found fufficient to prove that 
the letters in French, which were exhibited as 
originals, were a mere tranflation from ho- 
neft Mr. George Buchanan’s Latin, and that 
they were publifhed by the court of England, 
all that can be faid further to that effeé&, will 
prove to little or no purpofe; and fo I leave 
it: Only I defire the reader to obferve, 
that whereas in the preceeding fheets, the 


management of that bufinefs hath been charged 
upon 


Fol. 60. b Fol. 63. 
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upon fecretary Cecz/, it is not thereby meant 
that he did the drudgery part of that work 
himfelf, for there are fome reafons to be col- 
Je&ted from papers yet extant, which will 
fhew that he was not by himfelf altogether 
fufficient for it*; it is only meant that it 
was done with his privity, and by his direéti- 
on; and a man, perhaps, might, without 
vanity, defy all the world to account for it 
otherwife: But the defign of this treatife is 
rather to fuggeft matters to inquifitive and can- 
did readers, than to deliver any thing dogma- 
tically, or at great length : And it is thought, 
that by how much the more numerous the pre- 
varications and falfhoods ufed by the Exglifh 
courtiers to difguife the truth, fhall appear to 
have been, fo much the cloffer and fafter will 
they fix the fraudand forgery upon themfelves, 
and their affociates: For had they been purfu- 
ing truth, they had no occafion to have gone 
in fo great difguife. 


Dig ge s’s ambaflad or, p. 146. 


CHAP. VI. 


Extrinfick Proof of the Forgery of the 
Letters to Bothwell. 


4 Been argtiments hitherto produced for 
proving the forgery of the letters, are 
founded on the letters themfelves, vz. That 
thofe which were produced in French, and 
fworn to have been of the Queen’s hand- 
writing, were not fo, becaufe they were on= 
ly atranflation from Buchanan’s Latin, which 
was itfelf alfo a tranflation from the Scotti/o 
language. That this Scotti/o which they pre- 
tended 2 to bea tramflation, is actually the 
original language in which they were written, 
is evident, becaufe it is pure Scots, and con- 
tains no veftige of being a tranflation, has no 
foreign phrafes or idiotif{ms tranfplanted into 
it, but on the contrary abounds with the 
phrafes and idiotifms peculiar to our language; 
and thefe appear very aukwardly ingrafted 
both inthe Latin and French, which doth 
fufficiently evince that neither of them are o- 
riginals ; and the fame thing appears as ma- 
nifeftly, from the many blunders that are 
found in them both, of fuch a nature, and fo 

t extra: 
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extravagant, that how they could have come 
there, can be accounted for no other way ima= 


ginable, but through the wrong reading or mif- 
underftanding the Scotti/b. On this fuppofition 
alfo we are enabled to account why Murray 
fhould have trufted more to hisletters in our 
language, than he did to thofe in French ; 

fo much that when he firft fent them upto be 
confidered by the court of England, he fent 
them in Seoivi/ pretending that it was a tran- 
flation, which, had it been the cafe, would have 
been abfurd, fince a copy of the original would 
have been far preferable. 

The wantalfo of the fubfcription,indorfati- 
on, and feal, comes alfo to be reckoned among 
the viternal marks of the forgery, efpecially 
as the rebels gave out at firft that they were 
fub{cribed 2, When after all that they wanted 
the fub{cription, it was not fo much to be 
wondered, that they wanted the feal; for the 
Queen herfelf had the feal ftill in her own 
cuftody, and athing of that kind is not to 
be counterfeited fo readily: But then it 
is quite incredible that any perfon of common 
underftanding would have intrufted fuch pa- 
pers, quite open, to the care of an ordinary 
fervant, fuch as Nicholas Hubert was. 


Befides 


2 See above, p. 43. 
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Befides all thefe, ‘there are other things in 
the letters that argue their forgery, as every 
attentive reader muft perceive. ‘The forgers 
were under a neceflity of putting into them 
fome things bafe, and criminal, or elfe they 
could have ferved to no manner of purpofe ; 
but the difficulty was, what things thefe fhould 
be: And here they over-aced, in putting 
fuch monftrous expreflions into the Queen’s 
mouth, as’tis incredible that they fhould either 
have proceeded from her, or from any other 
woman of tolerable fenfe, or breeding : Thus 
letter I. p. 14. fhe is brought in as writing 
in this ftrain, Zhe Devil finder us, and God 
knit us together again, for the af faithful 
couple that ever he united. T his is-my faith ; 
LT will die in tt. 

Againin the fame Page ; [ cannot fleep as 
the reft do, and as Toil defire, that is, in 
your arms my dear love. And, p. 27. Now 
feeing, to obey you, my dear love, I {pare net- 
ther honour, confcience, hazard nor greatne/s 
whatfoever ; take it, I pray you, in good 
part, &c. with much more of the like na- 
ture, 

Had the Queen been as deeply enamoured 
with the Earl, as thefe men falfely affirmed, 
furely her writing in this ftrain would have 
‘been an effectual way to have made him out 
of conceit with her. A man muft entertain a 

{ 2 very 
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very low and unworthy opinion of the 
Queen’s difcretion or chara&er, who can al- 
low himfelf to think that fhe was capable of 
writing fuch defpicable ftuff as this; and fure- 
Jy, whoever will venture to fay that he be- 
lieves that fhe did fo, can run no great risk 
of lofing much reputation, for his own part: 
For fuch rhetorical rarities as thefe, are hard- 
ly to be found any where elfe, unlefs it be in 
the famous book called THE PRESBYTERI- 
AN ELOQUENCE. 

But confidering what kind of people 
a man who treats of this fubjeét, may pof- 
fibly have to do with, it will be far more 
fitting to bring fuch arguments from mat- 
ters of faé, as will ftop the mouths of 
gainfayers, and command the affent of all 
who are capable of underftanding them, than 
to expeét that every one will liften to reafon- 
ing from the higheft probabilities, in fame 
cafes, Therefore having already proved the 
point from intrinfick evidence, let us fee, inthe 
next place, if the fame thing cannot be-made 
out from extrinfick evidence alfo, I mean from 
unqueftionable documents, even by the pub- 
lick records of the kingdom, 

The firft letter, which is of an extravagant 
length, pretends to give an account of her 
majefty’s behaviour from the time of her part- 


ing 
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ing with the Earl at the Calendar +, to the 
time that the letter itfelf was finifhed. Itap- 
pears from itfelf, that fhe could not have be- 
sun to write it, at fooneft, till the fecond 
day after her arrival at G/a/gow, becaule near 
the beginning of it, fhe is made to tell fome 
things that the King had done yeffernight, 
after her coming > : Yea it would feem it was 
not begun till the third day after fhe had 
come to that town, becaufe, foon after fhe ig 
made to mention fome thing that was done 
the morn after her coming ¢, which implies 
that the fecond day was then overpaft. Then 
in writing it fhe muft have taken up two days, 
for, p. 13. before we come to the middle of 
it, we find thefe words, This is my férf? jour- 
nay: I feall end the fame the morn. Anda 
alittle after 4, it is faid, that fhe was writ- 
_ing when the reft were fleeping: And again, 
within alittle, Lam going to feek my repofe 
till the morn, when I foall end my byble, [read 
ville] yea we have the particular place 
pointed out at which fhe left off writing the 
firft night ; for ’tis faid, p. 28. that fhe had 
no paper yefternight when fhe wrote the memo- 
rial, that is, the memorial or credit given to 
INicholas Hubert £, which begins on the xvi. 
page of the appendix. Thus plain it is, that 

this 
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epiftle could not™have beén “finifhed till the 
third or fourth night after the Queen arrived 
at Glafzow, ‘and-not till very late that night 
too, as appears’ from ‘p. 2%. and 28. where 
it is faid that'it was late. 

But upon what day it‘was begun or end- 
ed, doth by no means appear’ from thé letter 
itfelf, for it ftands altogether without a daté. 

The fecond letter mentions that Paris had 
been fent with the firft, and'is dated from Glaf- 
gow this Saturday in the morning, without 
{pecifying the day of the month, or in what 
month or year, which is fo vague a date, that 
had the letter been charged upon any other 
perfon than the Queen, there had: been {mall 
hopes that-ever it could have been fixed. But 
from the récords'in the royal archives, it 
may be found in what place the Queen was 
almoft every day. ~ There we find that after 


‘the Prince’s baptifin at Stirling, fhe had come 
‘to Edinburgh betore the middle of Sanuary 


1567, for from the 14th day of that month, 
we find her granting charters or confirmati- 
ons at Edinburgh, every day, or’every other 
day, to the 24th day thereof zaclufive, when 
the went to Glafzow to vifit her husband. 


‘Now the 24th of Zanuary 1367, was a Fri- 
“‘day,on which day fhe grants a precept of con- 


firmation of a gift of lands in liferent, made 
by Fames Boyd of Lrochrig to Margaret 
Chalmer 
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Chalmer, his bride*a, at Edinburgh; at which 
place alfo, that very fame day, “fhe sranted 
a letter making Fames Inglis taylor to the 
Prince her fon >. Upon T uefday the 28th of. 
Fanuary, fhe had. come to Linlithgow in her 
return from Gla/gow with her husband, for 
there that day they conftituted 4ndrew Fer- 
rier keeper of their palace of Linlithgow «. 
And it appears by feveral charters, that they 
were come to Edinburgh before the end of 
that month’; and there are deeds granted, 
by them at eign almoft every day af 
ter that, till the day of the King’s murder. 
The Saturday therefore, upon which the 
fecond letter bears to have been written, 
could be none other than the 25th day ‘of 
Fanuary. Init fhe is made to complain of 
the Earl of Bothwell’s delaying his return 
longer than he had promifed, his forgetful. 
nefs to write, and that fhe had waited the day 
before in expectation to have received fome 
letters from him. But as fhe moft certainly 
had not left Edinburgh till Friday the xxivth, 
it could not be fo: Nay as fhe ftaid at leat 
one night at the Casendar, in her journey to 
Glafgow ¢, it could not be that fhe had as 
yet arrived at G/a/gow on Saturday morning : 
Yea 
“Privy Seal regifter, lib. 36. fol. 94. © Ibid. fol. 34. 
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Yea the Earl of Bothwell muft have been 


prefent in her company on Saturday morning, 
or elfe Murray’s Diary, and French Paris’s 
confeflion are both falfe. Hence the forgery 
of the fecond letter is evident. And as tothe 
firft, the matter is ftill worfe, for to have 
written it, fhe muft have been three nights 
at leaft at Gla/gow before fhe fet out from E- 
dinburgh. 

But was it not poflible for the clerk who 
recorded the charters to err and fet down a 
wrong date ? Yes it was: Such an error may 
happen perhaps once in five hundred times. 
But here there are two papers on record, of 
that fame date ; and although both had been 
loft, there are others ftill extant, which will 
do the bufinefs fufficiently. There are two, 
for example, granted upon Wednefday the 
22d of Zanuary at Edinburgh, the one a cift 
to Mr. ames Hering of the Chanonry of 
Dunkeld», called Fergundynie ; the other a 
Confirmation to Andrew Moncrief of a pen- 
fion of 40 Marks given tohim by the Bifhop 
of Murray>. Now fuppofing that the Queen 
had taken her journey to Gla/gow that very 
day, and ftaid all night at the Calendar, by 
the very contents of the firft letter, as narra- 
ted already, it could not have been finifhed 

till 


. Privy Seal regifter, lib. 36. fol. Ake b Ibid. fol. 114, 
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till Jate in the third night after fhe arrived at 
Gla/cow, that is,late on Saturday’s night; and 
thus the fecond letter, which bears date on 
Saturday morning, muft have got before 
the firft, which isanabfurdity. But to infift 

any more on this, would be mere trifling: 
There are -no lefs than three more of 
our letters faid to have been fent from Stirs 
ding, with direGtions to the Earl of Bothwell, 
how he fhould behave in ravifhing the Queen. 
Any perfon who reads them will perceive, 
that they fuppofe her to have refided there for 
feveral days at leaft; But the fat is other- 
ways; fhe was abfent only two nights and 
one entire day: For fhe went out of Edins 
burgh, to vifit her fon upon Tuefday the 22d 
of April, and arrived at Stirhng that night, 
as appears by a charier to Andrew and Wil- 
liam Fairnies, of the lands of Wefter Fair- 
nies-mill, &c. the foreft of Kilface, and of- 
fice of foreftry of the woods of Falkland, &c. 
given at Halyroodhoufe xxit. April 1567 4, 
and by a refpite granted at Stirling that fame 
day to Fames Taylor in Eafter Tullybardins, 
for the {laughter of William Man, and other 
papers of the fame date >. There are feveral 
other charters by her at Stirling, upon the 
xxill. From thence fhe returned on the xxiv. 
u and 


@ Privy Seal regifter, fol. 97. > Ibid. fol. 30. 42. Se 
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and was feized by the Earl of Bothwell, at 


the head of a thoufand horfemen, at the Foul- 
brigs, under the cannon of her own caftle of 
Edinburgh, {carce half'a mile from the city 
gates, and carried firft into the town, and after 
that to the caftle of “Dunbar. There are ex- 
tant two charters granted by her at Edin- 
burgh that 24th Day of Aprils. By this 
the reader may confider, whether there was 
time here for writing three feveral letters, 
complaining that Bothwell had not fent her 
word every day what fhe. fhould do, and 
that he had changed his mind in her abfence, 
with other expreflions implying continuance 
of time. 

So long then as the publick records: of 
the kingdom fhall be preferved, they will 
bear clear and lafting evidence of the grofs 
and abominable forgeries and perjuries of the 
Earl of Murray and his affociates. 


4 Privy Seal regifter fol. 41. Forbes, and fol. 42. 
Wright. 


Gv Aw Pin VAT. 


Of the eighth Letter, the Contraéts 
of Marriage, and Love Sounets. 


S we have feven letters only in the pre- 
tended original French, and no lefs than 
eight in the Scotti/b copies, fome people may 
be at a lofs to conceive how that could have 
happened. We obferved already @ that Mur- 
ray atually prefented eight before the Eug- 
lifh commiffioners, but they quietly rejected 
one of that number. The reafon-was, becaufe 
it is fo confufed and obfcure, that there is no 
tranflating or underftanding it ; fo that had 
they preferved the French of it, it would pro- 


bably have helped to difclofe the forgery more 


than any of the reft. 

Befides the letters, Murray and his accom- 
plices produced two contracts of marriage 
betwixt the Queen and the Earl of Bothwell, 
the one without date, faid to be written by 
the Queen herfelf, and the other faid to be 
written by the Earl of Huntly, as alfo fome 
French fonnets, publifhed along with the de- 
tection, both in Scots and French, which are 
as meer forgeries as the letters, The firft con- 

U2 cons 
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tract is {till extant 2, and bears palpable marks 
of forgery ; for neither is it written by the 
Queen’s hand, but ina kind of what they call 
ia England chancery hand; nor is the fub: 
{cription the Queen’s ; for m the firft letter 
of her name, in all her genuine fubf{criptions, 
is of the fame length always with the follow- 
ing letters; but that letter in the fubferi- 
ption to this pretended contract, or promife of 
marriage, is made twice as long as the follow: 
ing letters of the name; nor do the reft of 
the letters bear a great refemblance to her 
true writing: Yer at the end of the deteétion 
we are told that it is to be avowed to be writ- 
ten with her own hand; and altha’ it bears no 
date, ‘ Yet, fay they, it is upon probable 
¢ croundsfuppofed to have been made and writ- 
¢ ten by her before the death of her husband, 
¢ tho’ fome words in the contra& itfelf feem 
¢ to faythe contrary,’ From which the reader 
may form a judgment of thefe mens modefty, 
Whoever will be at pains to read the other 
contraat, will clearly perceive, that neither 
could the Queen have agreed to fubfcribe it, 
nor would the Earl of Huntly have ventured 
to write fuch ftuff in her name. In it the 
propofal of the marriage is made to have pro- 
ceeded from her, and fhe is made, in a man- 
ner to force herfelf upon the Earl of Borh- 
well : 


3 Cottonian Library, Cal. c. x. fol. 202. 
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well: Which although it had been true, the 
Earl of Huntly faurely was neither fo ungrate- 
ful, nor fo indifcreet, as to have put plainly 
In writing. ; 

The fonnets too feem to have been firft 
written in the Scotti/h language as well as the 
Jetters. Each fonnet is known to confift of 
fourteen verfes; but, unhappily, two of ours, 
to wit, the third and eighth, in the original 
French, have only thirteen verfes ; and yet 
we have the full fourteen always in the al- 
ledged Scots tranflation ; which would rather 
argue that it was the original. George Bu- 
chanan tells us that they are written with to- 
lerable elegancy: Indeed it was neceflary 
they fhould have been fo, to make them pafs 
for Q. Mary’s compofition: But every man’s 
eyes and ears will tell him, that it is not fo ; 
the verfification is ftark naught, the thoughts 
altogether mean and incoherent; and, ina 
word, the whole compofition, and every part 
of it, quite dettitute of the elegance and accu- 
racy required in a fonnet. 

Having thus pointed out fo many glaring 
and convincing marks and proofs of the for- 
gery of thefe naughty papers, as well inter- 
nal as external, it remains only to afcertain 
who were theforgers. But here we are ata 
lofs. Moft manifeft it is, that Murray and 


Morton muft have been active in the contri- 
vance 
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vance and direction of this horrid piece of 
villany ; but who it was that: invented the 
very expreffions, and imitated the Queen’s 
hand-writing, is hard to fay. George Bucha: 
nan is the only man that can be condefcended 
upon as an afliftant in this matter, as he tran- 
flated the Scotti/b firft into Latin, for the 

French tran{lator’s greater conveniency. 
‘This man having been chofen moderator of 
the General Aflembly of the kirk, upon the 
tenth day after the Queen had been fhut up 
in prifon at Lechlevin, imagined himfelf by 
that promotion abfolved, not only from the 
ties of loyalty and gratitude, but alfo, it would 
feem, from every other moral obligation ; So 
he laid himfelf out wholly to defend the canfe 
of her Majefty’s rebels.and traitors, in dire& 
oppofition to known truth, and to the di- 
&tates of his own confcience; firft by his con- 
currence inthis forgery, and then, that very 
fame year, by writing his dialogue de jure rege 
ni. "The next year he was among the foremoft 
who produced thefe very letters at Yoré, 
and offered to fwear that they were written 
by the Queen, and wrote his {candalous libel 
called the detection, into which he tranflated 
fome of themas hers, cited judicial confeffi- 
ons # for things that never were in them, 
and all the reft he made up of fhamelefs falf- 
hoods, 


2 See above, p. 33- 
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hoods, moft of which will, to any thinking 
perfon, appear improbable at firft view, and 
fome of them he has not thought it neceflary 
to bring within the compafs of meer poflibili- 
ty. | 

I well know that fome of his later difciples 
contend that he did not write his dialogue de 
jure regni, fo foon as the year Mpuxvit. 
when he was moderator of the General Af- 
fembly, thinking thereby to elude Gordon of 
Straloch’s cenfure, that he wrote it with a 
view to promote the Earl of Murray to the 
crown, and that he afterwards made it, as it 
were, the Pole-ftar by which he fteered his 
courfe, in writing what he calls his hiftory of 
| Scotland. - But this {carcely deferves to have 
any notice taken ofit; for any man who will 
read a very {mall part of it, at the very begin. 
ning, will fee clearly from itfelf, that ic 
was written without lofs of time, after the 
Queen’s imprifonment, and his own modera- 
torfhip. But if that is not fufficient, Calder- 
wood’s authority may prevail with fome, who 
{peaking of the affairs of Murray’s parliament, 
in ‘December 1567, in his hiftory, fays ex- 
prefly, that Buchanan wrote his dialogue alittle 
before that time. I do not mean the {puri- 
ous hiftory obtruded upon the world by fome 
godly perfons, in print, in the Year 1678, 
under Calderwood’s name; but that which 
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goes under hissname in the manufcripts, al- 
though the former part of it was only bor- 
rowed by him; forit had been drawn up by 
‘“Fohn Knox’s amanuentis, out of Knox’s pa- 
pers, by authority of the General Affem: 
bly. | 
Thefe people alfo deny that he wrote the 
dibel called the. detection, fo foon as the year 
1568, becaufe it is there faid that the Earl of 
Murray was dead, who died not till Fanuary 
1570. But that is only a fmall parenthefis, 
inferted before the book was printed; for the 
very firft fentences fhew that it was written 
by way of a prelude to thelaudable tranfacti- 
ons in Eixgland, in the Year 1568, when 
Murray and his accomplices went thither to 
accufe their Sovereign of her husband’s mur- 
der, and took Buchanan along with them, 
not as one of their commiffioners,as he himfelf 
would infinuate 4, but only for inventing and 
fpreading abroad the feandalous fiéions in 

that libel, to the Queen’s difhonour. 
Tf it fhall be asked,- how it could come to 


pafs, that a man of fo deep judgment and 
-great learning,as Mr. George Buchanan,could 


have fallen into fo many and fo grofs blun- 
ders in tranflating thefe letters into Latin ? I, 
for my part, cannot account for it better than 
is done already, from f. 81.to 98, Itis an 

indif- 
a Hilt. lib. 19. p. 372. 
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indifputable matter of fa&, for which all per- 
fons are equally concerned to account, how it 
happened. That verfion declares itfelf to be 
Buchanan’s ftile ; and that he was the author 
of the libel to which he fubjoined that verfion, 
and in whiclvhe cites it, we have the teftimo- 
nies of Queen Elizabeth , its patronefs, and 
of Cecil her fecretary >; the editions alfo of 
the tranflation of this his libel printed in Scot. 
tifo at that time,: bear his name in the title- 
pages, and that the Scotti/> was tranflated 
from his Latin; Andit was univerfally agreed 
on to have been fo, till a late fantaftical wri- 
ter took acrotchet in his head, that he could 
elude the imputation of the forgery of the 
letters, by denying that Buchanan wrote his 
detection in Latin: In which notion however 
he islike to get no followers, but among per- 
fons as weak and inconfiderate as himfelf. 
It isa miftake in people to imagine that 
Buchanan was always an. accurate tranflator. 
He has miftaken the Scofti/b language upon 
another occafion, and thereby introduced 
fome unpardonable efcapes, and incredible fto- 
ries into his hiftory. For example ; in his XV. 
book he tells a fad ftory, ‘ how four men 
¢ were put to death for eating flefh in forbid- 
‘ den time ;? and a fadder ftiil, ‘ of a woman 
* who, becaufe, in her child-birth, fhe would 
x * not 
a Fiifs. lib, 19. p. 25. » Append. p. 25% 
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‘ not invoke the Virgin Mary’s affiftance, 
‘ was put to death, and her child alfo, 
‘The former ftory let any man believe who 
lifts: But the latter is an error in tranflating 
Lindfay of Pitfcottie. George Buchanan bor- 
rowed from that heedlefs author moft of his 
hiftory, from the reign of King Fames I. 
"This Lind/ay, in his ruftick and confufed man- 
ner of telling his tales, exprefleth himfelf on 
this occafion in thefe words: 

‘At St. Fohnfton, the Cardinal and Gover- 
‘ nor, with the Earl of Argile, Juftice of 
‘ Scotland, condemned to death four ho- 
‘ neftmen, and gart hang them, becaufe 
« they ate an rofted goofe in lentren: And 
‘ further, condemned an young woman to 
« the death, and gart drown her, becaufe fhe 
« would not pray to our Lady in her birth 
¢ and deliverance of child : ‘Therefore they 
¢ took the young babe off her breaft, fucking, 
«and drowned her, but # mercy, as [have 
‘ {hewn to you.’ 

Buchanan imagined that the latter part of 
this fentence was to be underftood of drown- 
ing the child; whereas it is plain that no 
fuch meaning had ever entred into his au- 
thor’s head, rafh and credulous as he was. 

But here alfo fome readers will need :to be 
informed, that they are not to expect to find 

this 
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this paflage in Pit/cottie’s hiftory as it is 
printed, no, nor in many manufcripts of it ; 
for as they caftrated and mutilated Calder- 
wood’s hiftory, of which mention has been 
made already, fo did they with Lind/ay of 
Pitfeottie’s, efpecially from'the death of King 
Fames V.and this they did long ago; fo that 
an intire copy of it is {carcely to be found at 
this day. 

Another gentle trip of the fame kind may 
be feen in Buchanan’s tranflation of Queen 
Mary’s inftrutions tothe Bifhop of Duz- 
blane, whom fhe fent to France to notify her 
marriage with the Earl of Bothwell, and to 
make an apology on that account. When the 
Queen comes to tell how the Earl, fading 
her anfwer nothing correfponding to his defire, 
‘and cafting before his eyes the ONTOWARD- 
ness of ber own mind, &c. he ufed fuch and 
fuch prattices. The Engli/h negative infepa- 
rable prepofition w#, is amongft us pronoun- 
ced on, andin Queen Mary’s days was fo 
written ; thus the Englifh word unfeemly was 
with us written onfeemly, and their wntoward- 
nef, is the fame with ontowardne/s in the 
place now cited, though not ufed precifely in 
the fame meaning; for with them it frequent 
ly denotes frowardne/s or perverfenefs, but 
with us backwardne/s, or averfene/s, in which 


fenfe it is to be underftood in this place: Un- 
2 luck- 


oa 
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luckily too, 7, the fecond letter of that word, 
in moft writings of that age, is not to be ea- 
fily diftinguifhed from the letter w, and this 
gave occafion to Buchanan, or to the perfon 
who tran{cribed the copy for his ufe, to read 

“ outwardnefs, tranflating it exteriora indicia, 

“which conveys 4 meaning repugnant to the 
Queen’s meaning. For my part, 1 know 
not whether the expreflion outwardnefs of 
ny mind, be either Scotti/h or Englhifh : But 
whether it is fo, or not, furely the Queen did 
not make ufe of it in this place, becaufe it 
is not to the purpofe. 

Some have aflerted that Buchanan repent- 
ed him at laft of his having afperfed the Queen 
fo vilely. ‘This however is as obftinately de- 
nied by his greateft admirers, as if it had 
been a crime of the deepeft dye. Whoever 
reflects that he died upon the 28th of Sep- 
tember, andhad within a month before that 
publifhed his hiftory, in which he recapitu- 
lated the moft of his former falfe afperfions, 
and added many hundreds more, both of the 
Queen, and other perfons of great character 
and worth; whoever, I fay, refleéts on this, 
muft confefs that he was not then in a repent- 
ing {train. No man indeed ought to fay that he 
repented not: But if he did, it would feem 
that it muft have been as the mifer parts with 
his money, if he parts with it at all, 7 zp/o 

qrticule 
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articulo mortis, at the very laft gafp: For, 
had he actually repented while he was in a con- 
dition to declare it fully, what had he todo, 
but to tell chiefly, among other things, that 
he himfelf had a hand in thefe vile forgeries ? 
A thingthat I take to be as clear as the fun 
in the meridian. But perhaps it may be faid, 
that his friends, who would probably be 
about him at his laft moments, would not 
have chofen to reveal, but rather to {mother 
fuch a confeflion, which, if revealed, would 
have run quite contrary to the defigns 
of the faction which he had efpoufed, from 
firft to laft. Allthat can be faid to this is, 
that it is a very plaufible fuppofition, but 
doth not ftand upon any folid foundation, 
for any thing that hath appeared hitherto, 


CoH ACP. VAIN. 


Of the Forgery of Nicholas Hubert, 
or French Paris’s Coufeffious. 


He confeflion of French Paris, firtt pu- 

_ blifhed by Hames Anderfon, is fo full 
and particular, both as to the letters andthe 
King’s murder, that it weighs more with fome 
people than any thing elfe that hath hitherto 
been 
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been alledged upon thefe heads, and hath 
mifled even people of more than ordinary fa- 
gacity and judgment: For I well remem- 
ber that one of our late criminal judges, of 
high charaéter for knowledge and integri- 
ty, was, by reading it, induced to believe e- 
very fcandal that had been thrown out againtt 
the Queen ; on which account it requires to 
be examined the more narrowly and circum- 
{fpectly : Indeed the letters themfelves ha- 
ving been proved to be forgeries, it follows 
by dire& confequence, that he never carried 
them between the Queen and the Earl of 
Bothwell, let him have confefled that ever fo 
often. But there are other feparate objections 
and arguments againft the truth of his confefli- 
ons, for there are no lefs than two of them, one 
more fpecial againft the Earl, which is dated 
the gth of Auguft 1569; and the other chief- 
ly againft the Queen, and in fupport of the 
letters, bearing date the 1oth of that month, 
ames Anderfon publifhed only the laft of 
them ; butas the former is of a very fingular 
nature, it deferves to be known as wellas the 
other; and itis tranflated in Calderwood’s 


hiftory in manufcript, as follows. 


French 
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French Paris’s frjt Confeffion, ix. Auguft 
1569. , 


‘+ Confefs here before God and the world, 
: I That upon Wednefday or Thurfday be- 
‘fore the Sunday of the King’s murder, 1 
‘ being in the Queen’s chamber, at the Krk 
‘ of Field, in company of divers others, abid- 
‘ing her coming from the King’s chamber, 
‘my Lord Bothwell came where I was, and 
‘rounded unto me, faying, Paris, I find 
‘me not well of my ficknefs, the bloody 
‘ fluxes, that thou knoweft. Canft thou nor 
‘ find me out fome quiet place, where 1 may 
‘oo todo my bufinefs? On my faith, faid I, 
> my Lord, I was never in this chamber till 
‘now; notwithftanding, my Lord, I fhalk 
‘feek out fome place; which I did: And 
‘having found a quiet nook, betwixt two 
‘doors, I faid unto him, Come on, my Lord, 
‘if you be fohafty. And we being therein 
‘entred, I clofed the door upon us, taking 
‘ his gown from him, and began to loofe his 
‘ points. He looks to me, and asks how E 
‘did. Well, my Lord, faid I, I thank God, 
‘and you that hath caufed me to be made 
‘ chamber-child of the Queen’s chamber. He 
‘ anfwered me, that that was not enough, and 
§ that 
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‘ that he would do more for me. I faid I wag 
‘content, and that I defired no more in the 
‘ Queen’s houfe, conform unto my quality, 
¢ and that I was content with the fame. He 
¢ anfwered me, that 1 fhould want nothing 
‘ whereof I fhould fhew him: For, fays he, 
‘thou haft done me good and lawful fervice, 
‘fince thou haft ferved me, and I know thou 
¢haft hid my fhame and difhonour, where 
‘thou hadft occafion to declare the fame, 
¢ when thou went from my fervice forth of 
‘ England. My Lord, faid I, I have done 
‘nothing but the duty of a fervant. Now, 
¢ well Paris, {aid he, for’ as'much as I have 
‘found thee a-true and faithful fervant, I will 
« tell thee one thing, but keep it under the 
«pain of thy life, that no creature know 
‘thereof, My Lord, faid I, it pertainetlt 
¢ not to. a fervant to reveal his mafter’s fe- 
¢ crets, when he forbiddeth him: But if ye 
¢ think it be any thing that ye think I cannot 
‘keep clofs, tell it not me. Wots thou 
¢ what the matter is, faith he? If that this 
‘King here above get on his feet over us 
¢ Lords of this realm, he would both be ma- 
é ferful and cruel: But as for us, we will not 
é thole fuch things; and alfo itis not the fa- 
¢ {hion of this country ; and therefore among 
¢ us we have concluded to blow him up with 
¢ powder within this houfe. In hearing this 


“} 
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¢T id nothing, but looked down to the 
‘round. My heart and fenfes turned fud- 
‘ denly, to hear him fay fuch things, ‘Then 
‘ looks he to me,and fays, What thinkeft thou 
¢man? My Lord, Tam thinking upon that 
‘ which ye have faid to me; which isa great 
«and no fmall thing, And what thinks thou 
é thereof, faid he ? What think I, my Lord; 
‘quoth I, it mot pleafe you, appardon me, 
©4fT fhall tell, according to my poor fpirit, 
é what I think. What wouldft thou fay, quoth 
‘he? wouldft thou preach ? Said I, ye fhall 
‘hear. Well, faidhe, fay on, fay on. 

My Lord, {aid I, fince thefe five or fix 
¢ years that I have been in your fervice, I 
‘have feen you ingreat troubles; and never 
‘ faw any friends that did for you. And now, 
« my Lord, ye are furth of all your troubles, 
¢ thanked be God; and further in court, as all 
« the wotld fays, than ever ye was: And, for 
«my patt, I fee every one, great and {mall, 
‘make their court to you. But, IT know not, 
‘who laughs upon you, that would fee you 
‘ otherwife. I know not, my Lord, ye are 
‘ of this country ; moreover itis faid, that ye 
‘ are the greatelt Lands-lord of this country ; 
‘and alfo, fecing ye are married, at which 
‘time a man fhould be fitten down, then or 
« never, therefore, my Lord, ifye take fuch 
‘an enterprife in hand, which is great, it 


y ‘ fall 
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fall be the greateft trouble. that ever ye 
had above all others ; for every one will 
cry, Have at you : And ye will fee it. And 
well, faid he, haft thou done ?. It. mot pleafe 
you, my Lord; appardon. me that <1 have 
faid, according to my poor: underftand- 
ing. And, beaft that .thon jart, fays he, 
thinkeft thou that I do «it myalone, or.of 
myfelf? My Lord, faid I, I know; not how 
ye do it, but. J know it fhall be the great- 
eft trouble ‘ever ye had... How can that be, 
quoth he? for I have Lethington, .who »is 
efteemed_ one, of. the beft ingines, or fpirits 


‘of his country, who is the enterprifer ofall 


“a 


a 


this thing: And then [have my Lord Argile, 
my Lord Huntly, my brother, my Lord of 
Morton, Ruthven and) Lindefay. As for 
thefe three ones, they \will never fail me, 
for I fpake for their grace ; and I have the 


‘ hand-writs of all thofe that I have told thee 


‘of; and-alfo we were willing to have done 


“a 


it the laft time that we were at Cratgmillar : 


‘ But thou art but a beaft, and a filly poor 


a 


ipirit, and not worthy, to underftand or 


‘ know any thing of confequence. Faith, my 


~ 


Lal 


Lord, faid I, it istrue; for, my. fpirit fer- 
veth me not for fuch things, -but rather to 


do you fervice in all that I_ may. Now, 


well, well, my Lord, they may well make 
you mafter and principal of the deed, bur, 
“ when 


French Paris’s fr/? Confeffion. I4I 
when it is done, they may happen to lay 
all the whole upon you, and then fhall be 
‘the. firft that) fhall cry, Ha, ha, at you; 
yea and them that fhall put you firft to 
‘ death, if they may. 

‘But, my Lord, faid I, pray you have 
mind of one, whom ye have not mentioned. 
‘I know well that he is beloved of all the 
commons of this country, and ofus French- 
‘men: ‘Vhat when he governed the {pace 
of two orthree years, there were no trou- 
bles in the country : All went well: Money 
‘ had the courfe.' But now; no man is ety 1 
that hath any money, and nought elfe 
‘ there now fince but. troubles. ‘He that J 
{poke of is wife, and hath good friends and 
allies. What is he that, aid he? My Lord, 
«faid L, ic is my. Lord of Murray : I pray, 
you, what pat taketh he? He will not, 
faid: he, med i with the matter. My Lord, 
‘ faid I, he is the more wife... Then he turn: 
‘ed about his f race tome: My Lord of Mur: 
ray! my Lord of Murray! my. Lord of 
‘ Murray / he will neither hinder ‘us, nor 
‘help us; but all. isone. Well, well, my 
Tost faid [, he doth it: not without caufe, 
and: ye will. {ee ir. Hereupon he command- 
ed me to take the key of the Q Jueen’s cham- 


‘ber-door inthe Kirk of Field. I r efuling ; 
‘ wherefore then, faidhe, have I placed you 
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< in the Queen’s chamber, but to draw fer- 
< vice out of thee ? Alas, my Lord, faid I, 
¢it is to do you fervice in all things, fo far 
¢as | may: but I thought with myfelf, and 
‘ fid nothing, (becaufe I feared him,) Ifl 
¢ had known this thing, the chamber fhould 
¢ never have chambered me. And thereup- 
¢on he went from me forth of that hole, 
where he had done his bufinefs. 
¢ In this mean time, vz. on Sunday at 
€ night, long after fupper, come Fohn Hepburn 
¢and Fohn Hay, and knock at the door, and 
¢ entered where I was, and brought powder 
¢ with them in pocks, and laid it down in the 
¢ midft of the chamber: In doing of which my 
¢ Lord of Bothwell came down to them, and 
¢ faid, Lord God ! what a din ye make! They 
¢may hear above all that ye do. And fo he 
¢ looks, and fees me, and asks what I was do- 
< ing there, and bad me follow him up to the 
¢ King’s chamber ; which | did, and came and 
¢{tood befide my Lord of Argile, with 
¢ whom my Lord Bothwell was fpeaking, 
¢ The Queen went toward the 4béay, and 
‘went up where Baffian’s bridel was, and 
¢I was up in a nook, where my Lord of 
¢ Bothwell came to me, and asked, what ailed 
¢ me to gloom fo, and to be fo fad, and that 
¢ J made fuch a gloomy countenance before 
¢ the Queen ¢ he fhould graith mein fuch a 
€ fort, 


"oe 
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¢fort, as I never was inmy life. I care not, 
‘my Lord, faid I, what ye do to me now, 
‘ befeeching you to give me leave to go to 
‘bed, for Iam fick. Nay, faid he, I will 
‘that ye come with me. Thereupon he 
‘ went into his chamber, and after changing 
‘¢ clothes, he went forth, taking with him the 
¢ tailor and me ; and fo went and entred with- 
‘in the garden of the King’s lodging: The 
« tailor {tood ftill by the wall-fide, andI befide 
‘him. My Lord Bothwell came to the gar- 
‘ den door, and then came againto us, where 
alfo Fobn Hay and Fohn Hepourn came : 
¢ And incontinent, by they had fpoken with 
‘him, behold! like a tempeft and a great 
‘thunder-clap rofe up. For fright I fell 
‘to the ground, and my hair ftood prick- 
© up like elfons. Alas, my Lord, faid I, 
¢ what isthis? I faid I had been at many 
‘ ereat interprifes, but never interprife feared 
¢ me fo much asthis:‘hath done. By my faith, 
‘ faid J, fucha thing as this will never have 
‘a good end, and ye will fee it. O beaft ! 
‘ faid he to me, and boafted to ftrike at me 
‘with his whinger; but he drew it not out. 
‘ Thereupon he began to make fpeedily 
‘away, and we after him. He thought to 
«have paft over the wall at Leith-wynd, but 
¢hecould not. Then fent he ohn Hepburn 
‘to the porter, and canfed the port to be o- 
. pened 
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«pened. Then went he down. they backfide 


of the Canongate ; : a Fohn Hay and we 
¢ went down the. hi: -gate: ."Vhen faid 1 to 


igh 
y, of fuch as this will never come 
good. tistrue, fays he, we have sreatly 


offended. God : But what remedy > we mult 


¢ grit? our felves vertuous, and pray to God. 


‘ Bothwell, in his high chamber in. the .44- 


bay, {ent the tai/or for me; where were the 


¢ aa of Orme/fton, Hob O; ‘mefton, John Hep- 


/ 


f soHk ’ Dal gle 2ifb, Powrte and i My Lord 


Lif I had promifed any thing to the 
King. Nay, | my Lord, quoth I.. Seeft 
thou not thefe Gentlemen, quoth he, &*c. 


~ 


¢ who have shatisned all.for my fervice : 
And if thou thinkeft that thou haft offend: 
ed God, the fame lieth not to thy charge, 
“but to mine, who caufed thee to doit : For 
‘itis the Lords of this country it felf, who, 


~~ 


nA 


‘ with me, have committed this crime ; and, 


‘ for all the pains that can be put to tate ye 


‘ muft never tell this again. if ye have will 


‘to go your ihe ye fhall depart right foon, 
and be reco mpent ed. 
It is yes in the itle O71 


& 


f this confeffion, 


that he made it at St. Andrews, of his own 


free will, EE compulfion, but. only to 


difcharge his confcience, as he afirmed: And 
that he delivered it in French, and {ubfcrib- 
ed it as he could, upon every leaf thereof. 


This 
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Fis depofitionor confeflion is to be feen 
in the Cottontan library, Calzgula, B. 9. fol; 
370. by which it'appears that he could not 
write his\name ; for it is marked upon the 
3. 5. 7.'and; gth pages, with the letter N, 
and a ftroke drawn through the middle of it, 
to reprefent the initials of his true name:and 
firname.’ And ‘as he could not write, it is 
very probable that he could not read writ; 
and fo could-not-know what he fub{cribed, 
And if he made or fub{cribed fuch confefGions 
at all, which may be doubted, he muft have 
been forced to-do. it by the extremity -of tort 
ture ; for otherwife no man in- his fenfeg 
would have confeffed things which could not 
be true, again{t his own life; as he is made to 
do. It will be difficult to perfuade’ any-reat 
fonable perfon that the Earl of Bothwell was 
fo fhamelefly impolite, as to have taken 
fuch an opportunity for communicating | to 
Paris the defign of murdering the King, as by 
this confeflion*he is faid to have done. The 
Earl of Murray’s felf flattery alfo-is too gla- 
ting to efcape the obfervation of the moft in. 
attentive reader, and, which is worfe, could 
never have proceeded from French Paris. He 
had been in the Earl of Bothwell’s fervice for 
five or fix years; but that Earl hadbeen out of 
the kingdom from 1562 to 1¢69. How then 
could Paris have k 


snown apy thing about the 


4: * 
Earl 
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Earl of Murray’s adminiftration during that 
eriod, which he is here made to extol fo high- 
ly? There is fome ground too for thinking that 
thefe confeffions have been tranflated into 
French, after the fame manner as the letters to 
Bothwell. Certain it is, that Powrze the Farl’s 
porter, is in thefe confeffions transformed in- 
toa taylor; and how that fhould have hap- 
pened, but through a blunder in the tranfla- 
tion, is not eafily to be comprehended. 

But the pofitive affertion that the powder 
by which the King’s lodging was blown up, 
had been laidin'a heap upon the floor of the 
Queen’s chamber, feems fufficient to difprove 
not only this confeflion, but alfo ‘fohn Hay’s 
and Fohn Hepburn’s confeffions ; for had it 
been only ina heap on that floor, it would 
not have had the effeé to blow up the vaults 
below, and the very foundation ftones, which 
actually was done, as we are certified by 
the act of privy-council 4, and by the Queen’s 
letter to her ambaflador > in France conecr- 
ning that matter. This muft have been the 
effect of a mine, as is exprefly faid in that let- 
ter: And yet more particularly the Earl of 
Morton’s Inditement bears, that the powder 
had been a little before placed and put in 


by him and his accomplices, under the ground 
and. 


a Anderfon’s collections, vol. 1. p. 36+ 
b See Bp. Keith’s hilt. p. vill. 
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and angular ftones,and within the vaults and 
Jow and dern places of the lodging, with 
which it was blown up, as is faid in the aé& of 
privy-council, ¢ with fuch force and vehemen- 
‘ cy, that’of the whole lodging, walls and o- 
* thers, there was nothing left unruined and 
“reduced to drofs; to the very ground-ftone,’ 
which a heap of powder in the floor of the 
Queen’s chamber could not have done. 
But the falfenefs of Paris’s confeflions. is 
clearly evinced by the publick records, in the 
fame manner as the forgery of the letters ap- 
pears from them: It hath been fhewn alrea- 
dy +, that the Queen had. not arrived at 
Glafgow, till Saturday the xxv. of January at 
fooneft, and that upon Zue/day xxviii. of that 
month, fhe had come to Linlithgow in her 
return to Edinburgh ; {othat the could have 
been at Gla/gow only three nights at moft. 
Now Paris tells us, that after he had ftaid 
two days with her Majefty at Gla/gow, fhe 
fent him to Edinburgh, with letters to the 
Earl of Bothwell, and to Secretary /Mait- 
land; and, in truth the firft letter could not 
have been finifhed till very late in the third 
or laft night that the Queen had been at 
Gla/sow, as has been made appear already >: 
fo that it was not poflible that he could have 
fet out from that place with his letters, till 
4 the 
bP. 120. 
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the very day on which the Queen herfelf was 
comé back to Linlithgow : Yet heis made to 
tellus, that he came to Edinburgh; and deliver- 
ed his letters, and tarried there that night, and 
till after dinner the next day, before he got 
his difpatches, and then returned to Gla/gow, 
before the Qu een had left that town : Which 
could not poflibly be true, becaufe it would 
have required that her Majefty fhould have 
rarried there twice as Silage as fhe really did. 

Hence the fraud in thefe confeflions is evi- 
dent. But whether the man was compelled, 
by torture, to utter thefe falfhoods, and to ac- 
cute himfelf of crimes which he could not pof- 
fibly have committed ; or whether they forged 
allin his name, veleihoist his privity, cannot 
afily be determined, nor is it material; for 
which foever of thefe methods was ufed, it 
comes to the very fame purpofe. 

"Tis obfervable that poor Paris is made to 
bring in Secretary Maitland and Sir fames 
Balfour Clerk Regifter, as privy to the King’s 
murder ; of which there had been no mention 
made in fs of the former confeflions, that 
Murray and his accomplices had extorted from 
other perfons whom they had put to death: 
But at this time sant was beginning to 
pick on ‘rrels with thefe two gentlemen. Nor 
had the Queen been direétly accufed in any 
of the former confeflions, which they had 


pro- 
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produced before the court of England; which 
being founda great defedt, is here full libe- 


rally {upplied. 
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Murder of King HENRY. 
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The Prior of St. Andrews his firft 
Appearance upon ithe Stage of 
Action. 


S the pretended letters to Bothwell were 
the only means that the Queen’s enemies 
could devife, for fupporting the horrid calum- 
nious afperfions + with which they loaded 
her ; fo thefe letters being now unan{werably 
proved to have been none sof hers, but their 


own coarfe manufa@ure, ’tis highly reafon- 
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able that the Queen fhould be acquitted, as 
fully as ifno fuch falfe imputations had ever 
been laid to her charge. And, for my own 
part, [ cannot enough wonder and admire 
how a great vnmbee of writers, both Roman 
Guaichicts and Proteftants, of confiderable 
reputation both for judgment and learning, 
have fuffered chem @alen to be-impofed on, 
by fuch improbable, or rather incredible and 
nonfenfical ftories, As to George Buchanan 
and Sohn Knox, whatever they have written 
defervegs na confideration to be had of it, as 
they were men of abominable practices, and 
correfpondent charaéters. But what can be faid 
for Monfr. de Thou, Archbifhop Spott:/wood, 
and others like them, who have obtained a 
good character in the world, and cannot be 
uboutedsaf any open or notorious crimes, and 
were not, nor could have been, actually con- 
cerned in the tranfa@ions then carried on; 
and therefore are to be fuppofed to ‘a 
been quite free from a’ ll malice and partiality ? 
Yet have they, efpecially the former, tran= 
{cribed into their hiftories moft of George 
Buchanan’s vile afperfions, which are fo gi 
from being true, that they are neither pro- 
bable nor credible ; and thefe men by adopting 
them, have mifled not a few well meaning 


perfons out of the plain paths of truth, 
, But 


of King Menry Darnly. 15% 

But ftill ic may be made a queftion, By 
whom was the King’s murder contrived, if 
not by the Queen? For that he was fhame- 
fully murdered, is certain: And as certain it 
is, that there had been a mifunderftanding 
betwixt him and her for fome time before. 
Now, altho’ it could not be made appear who 
were either the contrivers or executers of 
that fact, it would be highly unreafonable to 
throw the fufpicion upon the Queen. But 
after ic has been made manifeft that all the 
proofs, prefumptions, and allegations that 
were fo induftrioufly trumped up, and 
{worn againft her by Murray and his_ party, 
were only fo many grofs compofitions and 
inventions of their own, and that they were 
not able to bring the leaft real evidence 
again{t her innocency, the prefumption turns 
againft themfelves: For men who could fo 
openly and confidently thruft the Queen 
in prifon, and then fwear fo many of 
their own rank forgeries upon her, in order 
to intrude themfelves into the fupreme au- 
thority in her kingdom, and to feize her rich- 
es, were furely very capable of murdering 
the King too, becaufe that was alfo a main 
ftep to attain to their purpofe. 

Andas to the mifunderftanding that had 
been betwixt the Queen and her husband, it 


was alfo wholly to be charged to the account 


a Na lot OS lt allan 


ca 


ee eee <~ 


EN ne 


a 


tine gp i = = 


I re 
! Roatan ° ens 


152 Inquiry into the murder 
of Murray and his party, who had induced 


the unwary young man, to enter into a private 
confederacy with them, againft the Queen 
herfelf, for very unlawful and wicked pur- 
pofes, of which afterwards. 

Fames Earl of Murray had, for many 
years been aiming at the crown. He had en- 
tered into a confederacy with the King of 
England again{t his native country, before he 
was 17 years of age, having got himfelf intro- 
duced to fome acquaintance and correfpon- 
dence with the Duke of Somerfet, Lord Pro- 
tector of England, and alfo with King Ed- 
ward VI. by means of Sir Fabn NMelvill of 
Raith. At that age, while as yet he was 
only Prior of Sé. Andrews, he had declared 
himfelf, forfooth, to be againft the French, an 
expreffion unknown among Scot/menin former 
times, but which had. then lately come in 
ufe among fome perfons, and chiefly among 
the men of Fife, who were forming deficns 
for felling or enflaving their native country 
tothe Engli/b. It is more than probable that 
the execution of Sir Zohn Melvill, who had 
foon after this been condemned for treafon, 
by the three eftates in parliament, made the 
Priora little more circumfpe& for fome time. 
This is certain, that he was fo far recon- 


ciled 


2 Cotton. lib. Cal. B. 7. fol. 4556 
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| ciled to the French, a few years thereafter, 
that he accepted of the rich priory of Ma/- 
con in Commendam, which is conferred upon 
him by a bull of Pope Paul, lV. dated the 
tenth day of FZanuary 1555, with a difpenfati- 
onto him for holding three ample benefi- 
ces, notwithftanding his baflardy, &’c, for 
which he took an oath of fealty to his Holi- 
nefs : Oaths however are but words. 

In February 1558, he went as one of the 
commiffioners fent from Scotland to folemnife 
the Queen’s marria ge with the Dauphin of 
France. At which time, if we Boe give 
credit to moft of the common hiftories of thefe 
times, domeftick or foreign, he was not quite 
fo civilly ufed. bee tell us of * along con- 
‘ ference, betwixt the Chancellor of France 
and thefe Scotti/o Commiffioners in the 
‘King’s council, about. delivering up the 
‘crown and other regalia of Scotland, that 
‘the Dauphin, the Queen’s husband, might 
‘be crowned King of Scotland ; which the 
¢ Scottifo Commiflioners, according to them, 


| 


¢ thought highly unreafonable, and therefore 


oO 
} 


‘ refufed all affent or confent in that matter, 
‘it being a point of treafon, in which they 
‘ durft not meddle even fo far as to propofe 
‘it at home, but at the peril of lofing their 
‘heads: On account of which refufal they 


‘ had poifon adminiftred to them, before they 
€ lefr 


154 Luguiry into the Murder 
¢ left France, whereof about one half of therm 
‘ died, with many of their retinue, at a time 
‘ when there was no peftilential difeafe in the 
‘country; and that all this was a contri- 
‘vance of the Guifess? George Buchanan 
writes alfo, that the prior of St. Andrews had 
tafted of the fame potion; and though, by the 
vigour of youth, he efcaped death, yet was 
he ever afterwards afflicted with a continual 
and dangerous ailment in his ftomach. Indeed 
the Prior himfelf feems to have been the pro- 
pagator of thefe ftories, for in akind of ma- 
nifefto drawn up by him and his affociates 
the next year, when they fet about their re- 
forming work, the poifoning thefe Ambafla< 
dors is condefcended on as a f{pecial grievance: 
Buchanan however had not the laft part of 
the {tory concerning the Prior from himfelf, 
but out of Lindfay of Pit/cottie’s book,® 
whofe account he curtailed. Had he given the 
whole of it, every one could have perceived 
how much credit it deferves: For Pit/cottie 
writes, ‘that the phyficians hung up the 
‘Prior by the heels, to let the poifon drop 
‘out of him,’ 

The whole ftory, and every part of it is 
either pure fiction, or mifreprefentation of 
plain matter of fact. 


2 Pitfcottie, Knox, Buchanan 
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By'the very contra& of marriage it was a- 
greed that the Dauphin fhould ufe the title 
and arms of King of Scotland ; and the Scot- 
tif ambafladors, or commiflioners, obliged 
themfelves to take an oath of fealty to the 
‘Dauphin, in name of the eftates of Scotland, 
that they fhould ferve, honour and obey him, 
during the marriage, as King of Scotland, in 
the fame manner as they and their predecef- 
fors had been in ufe to do to the Queen’s pro- 
genitors. ‘This: was attually done by fix of 
them; of whom the Prior of St. Andrews was 
one ; and the deed, upon that occafion was 
figned, fealed and delivered by them, four 
days after the marriage. The Earls of Ro- 
thes and Cafils, and the Bifhops of Orénay 
and o/s principal Secretary, who all died 
not long therafter, had probably been fick at 
that very juncture, and fo are not among the 
fub{cribers ; for could they have been prefent, 
yeas ean.doubel bu they would have joined 
with the reft? 

Even this goes very far to difcredit the 
{tory of poifoning, efpecially if it is confidered 
that both thefe Earls and Bifhops ftood firm- 
ly for the joint intereft of France and Scot- 
Jand. Why Should the French have poifoned 
their friends ? The truth of the matter is, 
that fomething peftilential or noxious in the 
air that year, was the real occafion of the 
aa death 
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death of fo many of them : Nor were the ef- 


feats of it confined to them only, for num- 
bers were cut off through the feveral parts 
of Europe about that very time. Tn our 
neighbouring nation, their Queen, and Cardi- 
nal Pole, Archbifhop of Canterbury, with 
the Bifhops of Bathand Wells, Briftol, Car- 
ile, Chichefter, Durham, Litchfeld and ‘Coe 
ventry, London, Rochefter and St. Davids, 
Sodor, and Winchefter, died all of them 
in about a year’s time. In fhort, when 
Queen Elizabeth began to fet up her Prote- 
{tant Bifhops, there were'no lefs than fifteen 
Epifcopal Sees, out of twenty feven, that 
were become vacant’by death ; which ‘doubr- 
lefs contributed not a little to facilitate the 
deprivation of ‘the few that furvived, and the 
fetting up Proteftancy in that kingdom. 

Tf near the halfof the Engl Bifhops died 
sn their native country, in fo fhort a {pace of 
time, and I hope, without poifon, why ought 
we not to conclude that the half, or near the 
half of our ambaffadors died abroad at the 
fame time, in the fame way > No document 
has yet appeared, by which the particular day 
or month of their feveral deaths can be afcer- 


tained. Bifhop Lefly writes that three of 


them died in September; but the att of par- 
liament upon the penult day of November, 
mentions only one of them ‘to have been then 


dead ; 
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dead; and exprefly bears that the other three 
then remained in the ports of France. Monfr. 
de Thou remarks that the years 1557, 1558, 
and 1559, efpecially the latter, proved fatalto. 
a vaft number of great and learned men, fe- 
veral of whom he names particularly ; and. 
tho’ he thought the great and learned only 
worthy to have particular notice takenof them, 
we are not to imagine but that the meaner 
fort and unlearned died alfo in proportion to 
their numbers, or not far below it. 

By the bills of mortality of fome foreign 
cities it is to be feen that the mortality began 
to increafe amongft them in the year 1558, 
and continued to. increafe through the two 
following years. After this manner is the 
death of the Scotti/p ambaffadors to be natural- 
ly accounted for, without raifing fo vile a ca- 
lumny upon perfons who, for any thing that 
apppears, were both too great and too good, 
to have been guilty of an aétion fo wicked and 
unmanly. As there was therefore at that 
time a real peftilentious quality in the alr, 
through the different parts of Europe, what 
apology can be made for the hiftorians who 
have defiled their writings with {candalous af- 
perfions, fo ill founded, with relation to thefe 
commiflioners ? 

The commiffioners, or ambafladors, who 


returned home in health, laid their whole 
aa2 tran{- 
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tranfactions before the parliament, which met 

for that purpofe, and thereupon were by ae 

of parliament, honourably and fully acquit 

ted and difcharged of the truft that had been 
committed to them. After which they in- 
formed the parliament, that the Queen their 

Sovereign, ‘ defired that the three eftates of 
‘ her realm would find it good, that her Maje- 
¢ fty might honour her fpoufe, the King Dau- 
é phin, with the crown matrimonial, by way of 
‘ gratification, during the marriage, without 
¢any manner of prejudice to her Highnefs’s 
éfelf, the fucceffion of her body, or lawful 
é {ucceffion of her blood whatfoever : And 
¢ this crown to be fent with two or three of 
‘ the Lords of her realm, dye.’ All which 
was readily agreed to and enatted, as al- 
fo, that the Queen fhould have the nomina- 
tion of fach perfons as fhould pleafe her, to 
carry the fame to France, whofe-commiffion 
fhould pafs in the name of the three eftates, 
and be fealed with the feals of fix of the prin- 
cipals of each eftate, and fubferibed with their 
hands. Bp. Kerth hath publifhed thefe adts a, 
by which the efforts of Buchanan and his fol~ 
lowers, to tranfmit to lateft pofterity the ac- 
count of thefe tranfactions in a falfe and ridi- 
ght, are egregioufly baffled. 
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Of fome. Settlements of the Crown, 
faidto have been made by the Queen. 


Ut although all can be made clear e- 
nough againft thé mifreprefentations of 

the ordinary hiftorians or libellers of thefe 
times, or thofe who have fince tranfcribed 
their inventions, fome papers have appeared 
of late, which argue that there were very per- 
fidious under-hand dealings carried on at that 
time at the court of France, to wit, thatthey 
induced Q. Mary to fubfcribe three feveral 
private deeds of a very extraordinary nature. 
By one of which, in cafe fhe fhould die with- 
out children, fhe makes over the kingdom of 
Scotland to the King of France for the time 
then being, and to his heirs, together with a- 
ny right that might afterwards devolve upon 
her to the kingdom of England; and this 
on account of her maintenance and other 
great expences made by the Kings of France 
on her behalf. By another, in cafe of her 
deceafe without children, fhe pledges the 
kingdom of Scotland to the King of France, 
till he fhould be reimburfed of a million of 
wold, [ecws, or crowns, I fuppole, ] “ae 
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fhe did, as the writing bears, by advice of 
her uncles, the Cardinal of Lorraine and 

Duke of Gui/e + But the former mentions no 

fuch advice or confent: Both bear to have 

been accepted for the King of France and 

his fucceffors by the Cardinal de Seas, 

Chancellor of that kingdom. By the third 

She declares; that whatever accord or confent 
fhe had made, or fhould make, to the articles 

and inftruétions fent by the three eftates of 
her kingdom, and. efpecially concerning 
the fucceflion in cafe of her deceafe without 
children, her will and intention was, that 
thefe ‘difpofitions made by her in favours of 
the King of France, fhould remain intire and 
have full effet: In this the Dauphin alfo 
joins and fubfcribes along with her. All 
the three papers are dated the iv. day of 
April 1557, before Halter, and figned be- 
low by Claufé and Bourdin, who are called 
in the body of each paper, Notaries and Ses 
cretaries of the crown of France. 

Queen Mary’s misfortunes fprung, chief- 
ly from fuch fources as make other fovereign 
Princes moft adored, and their people moft 
happy, that fhe was born to fucceed to great 
dominions, and that fhe was endow’d with ex- 
traordinary goodnefs,and a merciful difpofition. 
Becaufe fhe was born to inherit three king: 


doms, her cnemies gave out that he had fe- 
veral 


‘of King Henry Darnly. 16% 
veral times difpofed of them, in prejudice, nor 
only of the ‘collateral line,. but even of her 
own fon.’ Thus the Prince of Condé, in’ or- 
derto induce Elizabeth Queen of England to 
affift him the more effe€tually to ufurp the 
throne of France, under the pretext of fetting 
up the Proteftant religion, caufes that Queen 
be inform’d in the month of December 1568, 
‘that the Gardinal de Lorrain, pon account 
‘of Queen Mary his niece, arid to eftablith 
¢ Poperyin England, had prevailed with his faid 
‘ niece, to make a ceffion of her right to the 
¢ crown of England, to Monfieur the King of 
* France his brother ; (that is, to Henry Duke 
‘ of Anjou, afterwards King of France and Po- 


‘Jand), and that the Pope had confirmed 


‘ the gift, and given the inveftiture thereupon, 
* for which purpofe one’ Hannibal Rocheline 
‘had been fent away in hafte «. 

As if this had not been enough, after the 
Queen was murdered, a ftory was fpread, 
‘that fhe had left England to the King of 
« Spain, by her teftament written with her 
* own hand the night before the murder, ‘in 
‘cafe her fon fhould not become Noman Ca- 
“tholick. That this teftament came to the 
«hands of Cardinal de Lauro protetor of the 
‘kingdom of Scotland, who having examined 
< it, by comparing it with letters which he had 
| , ‘ former- 
4. Haynes’s State papers, p. 474. 
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‘ formerly received from the Queen ;, and ha- 
«ying made Lewis Owen Bifhop of Cafan to 
* put his feal to it, together with himfelf, as a 
< certain and undoubted deed, he delivered it 
¢ to the Count de Olivarez, to be by him tranf- 
‘ mitted to the King. of Spain... "This ftory 
was firft broached in England ; for I have 
at prefent in my hand a pretended copy 
ofa letter from the Queen to Don Bernar- 
dito de Mendoza, bearing date 26th May 
1586, fubfcribed by Cecil, Hatton and Wal. 
fingham, whereby fhe is made to acquaint him 
‘that fhe intended to make fuch a teftament, 
defiring him to let the King his mafter know 
{6 much, but no other perfon 3. The three 
fubfcriptions above-mentioned are. for teftt- 
fying that they had fuch an authentic letter 
before them, from which they made this 
tran{cript ; and yet it is pretty plain there 
had- not been: two of them prefent together 
at figning it ; for they all fubfcribe with 
different ink... Ceci/ fubfcribes in the fame 
ink with which the paper is written ; which 
ferves to difcover from whence it pro- 
ceeded. It feems to have been fent down 
to Secretary Maitland, in order to raife in 


King 


a See it in the 3d Vol. of Dr. Mackenzie's Lives, p. 
404. But he feems not t9 have underfiogd it perfectly, 
See p. 405. } ‘ 
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King Yomes a bad notion of his mother’s af- 
feGtion to him +. 

The next time that we hear of this matter 
is by the Abbé Piguerol; in his life of the 
Cardinal de Laura, whofe fervant he had been. 
‘Then the ftory is repeated by Monfr. de Thow. 
Laftly; Dr. Gilbert Burnet having got that 
life of the Cardinal; he exulted; as if he had 
found a vaft treafure; and ‘inferted the Abbé 
Pignerol’s tale in his colle&tion of papers, as 
an unanfwerable evidence that the Queen had 
left England to the King of Spain, 1 can 
think of no better or readier way to refute 
all thefe idle ftories, than by producing the 
real teftament, written by the Queen the 
night before her death; which I purpofe te 
do before this volume be ended ; and I hope 
it will be found more probative than Cecil’s 
letter, or the Abbé-Pignerol’s tale. 

As to the Prince of Cozdé’s information, 
who knows but we may have fuch papers yet 
trumped up of that ceflionto Henry Duke of 
Anjou, as we mentioned of the ceffion faid to 
have been made to the Dauphin? I make no 
doubt but the Prince of Condé was capable e- 
hough of getting his information made good, 
fo far as the wtiting two or three papers could 
90, if he had thought by that to come near- 

er to his purpofe, The crownof France was no 
' b b {mall 
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{mall temptation; and both he and his brother 
had gone pretty great lengths, under’ the then 
common pretext of reforming religion, to cut 
off all the fons of King Henry IL. to make 

vay for themfelves ; which at laft.was one 
way or other effe&tuated in the days of his 
nephew. His own defigns are very con{pi= 
cuous, from his getting himfelf crowned by 
his followers as King of France, while the 
throne was yet full, and coining gold in his 
own name, with this modeft infcription, Lu- 
| povicus Dr1 GRATIA FRANCORUM REX 
primug curistraNnus*. Doubtlefs a King 
fo compleatly chriftian was capable to coin a- 

ny thing for attaining fo bigh ends. | 
To return to the papers faid to be the 
Queen’s gift of her kingdom of Scotland to 
the King of France, failing heirs of her own 
body. The third of thefe papers was print- 
ed in the year 1693 >, among a collection of 
treaties with France, publifhed by Frederick 
Leonard, in fix volumes in-guarto. For the fe- 
cond time it appeared in a larger collection of 
treaties publifhed at Amfterdam,. in four vo- 
lumes in folio ©, the year’ 1700; and laftly in 

ne Du Mont’s corps diplomatique 4. 

a | The writer of it, whoever he was, feems 
GH Omlal Of 
a Spondani annal. eccl. II. 694. Le Blane fur’ les 

Monnoyes de France, p. 270. | 

b Vol. 2. p. 510. © Vol. 2. P-27% pANal. 5. 
p. 23. | | 
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to have committed a flip, not eafily to be ac: 
counted for, on fuppofition. that the paper is 
‘genuine ; for the Queen is made to alledge 
the war.then prefently breaking out betwix 
“France and £ngland, as a caufe why fhe 
made'that deed: vd memement le tems pre- 
fent.de Pouverture de la guerre au royaume 
@ Angleterre. But the war. with England 
had broke out in Fune 1557, and the ine ench 
had the worft of ir, till the Duke of Guife 
got the chief command of the French armies 
in December that year, who, before the end 
of Fanuary preceeding the date of thefe pa- 
pers, had: taken Calais, Guines, and the fort 
of Hames from the Engli/h, and driven them 
altogether out of the places, which for a long 
time they had held in France. Therefore, 
to {peak of that war onthe 4th of 4pril 
1558, as only breaking out, doth not look 
very. well. It feems the later editors were of 
_this opinion, for which reafon they took the 
Jiberty.to expunge the words, de Pouverture, 
which are both in the manufcript copies, and 
.firft edition in. print. 

The fecond paper bears exprefly that it 
-was granted by the advice of her uncles, the 
Cardinal of Lorraine and Duke of Guz/e. 
Had it been fo, one of them, as-her curators, 
ought to have figned it along with her, and 
to have affixed his feal, as they ufed to do 
| bb 2 in 
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in all her real deeds of importance, both be- 
fore and after this pretended gift. If it had 
been a real deed, this would not have been 
omitted, for without this it was lefs valid. 

It is not eafy to believe that the King of 
France, who was himfelf alfo one of Queen 
Mary’s curators, would have accepted of 
fuch an illegal and invalid deed in his own 
favour, from his pupil and intended daughter 
in law, when at the age of fifteen years, 
whom he himfelf ought to have diffwaded 
from granting any deed of the like nature, 
And thefe loofe detached papers, fo carelefly 
executed, are not fuffictent to load the King 
of France and his minifters with fo much in- 
juftice and weaknefs, unlefs their credit could 
be fupported’ by fofme overt act or extrin- 
fick adminicle ; for it is not to be fuppofed 
that they would have drawn up fuch illegal, 
null and infamous papers, that could ferve to 
no manner of purpofe, but to refle& difho- 
your on ail parties concerned in them. But 
even could it be made appear that they cer- 
tainly did fo, the blame ought to ly entirely 
at their own door, and no imputation for 
that matter onght to be caft upon the young 
Queen, who was entirely under their directi- 
on, and at their difpofal. 


CHAP, 
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CHAP... IIL. 


Of the Defigus to ufurp the Crown 
after the Queen's Marriage. 


Soo after the Queen’s marriage with the 
Dauphin of France, matters in Scotland 
went into great diforder. No lefs than two 
different Bs “ages fet themfelves up to deprive 
her of her kingdom, namely, the Duke of 
Chaftelberault, and the Prior of St. Andrews. 
For Q. Mary of England having departed this 
life that year, the Engli/b had fet upon the 
throne Elizabeth, the illegitimate daughter 
of Henry VIII. by Anne Bolen, who iaclin- 
ing to the Proteftants, more out of policy 
than from any religious regard, quite chan- 
ged the ecclefiaftical eflablifhment in that 
kingdom, ‘The Duke of Cha/ffelherault had, 
for fome years before, behaved himfelf nei- 
ther fo dutifully nor fo NORE 4 as became 
aman of his rank and qualit ty *; and the 
Englil embraced the opportunity of mana- 
ging his difaffection to the diflurbance of 
his native country. This Engli/p Queen 
and her minifters infinuated that fhe would 

ee marry 
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marry his fon the Earl of .4rranz, then com- 
mander of the Scots guards in France, and ha- 
ving buoy’d up the young maa with this vain 
expectation, they induced him to fteal away 
fecretly from the court of France, and con- 
veyed him privately firft into England, and 
then to Scot/and +, where his father was ab- 
betting and fomenting a rebellion that hadbeen 
lately raifed, upon the pretext of reformation 
of religion, but in reality for feizing the crown 
and the church lands, revenues and riches, as 
they had fecn done in England, By this mar- 
riage, of which they thought themfelyes quite 
fecure, as it had firft been propofed to them, 
they expected foon to become mafters both of 
Scotland and England ; on which confidera- 
tion they flighted the lofs of their poffeflions 
and offices which the King of France had 
eonferred upon them, and threw up all care 


and regard for their Sovereign. 


At the fame time the Prior of St. Andrews 
taking courage, it would feem, by the ex- 
ample lately fet in England, imagined that 
his high profeflion of fanétity, and fiery zeal 
for proteftantifm, might well compenfate for 


“his illegitimacy, and induce the reformers 


to promote him to the crown.- He had 
joined himfelf with thefe reformers as early 
at leaft as the beginning of the year 1557, 

and 
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“and concurred in their covenants ‘and ‘coni- 
federacies made againft all who Should op- 
‘pofe them, without exception ®.° At laft he 
’ became their chief ringleader, and fet himfelf 
“to. thwart the Duke of wa Hii in his 
defigns, 

Some people at that time, and alto 5 in. our 
days do warmly deny that he ever was 
aiming at the crown; but all his after ations 
-and behaviour do loudly proclaim that he did 
‘Jo. The Queen Dowager. of Scotland, and 
‘the King of France, who could not fail-to 
have good ital tierce believed no lefs of 
him. StrNaebalie Throckmorton, the Englifp 
ambaflador in France, who carried ona clofs 
correfpondence with that party, writes to fe- 
-eretary Cecil upon the xxvi. of Fuly 1559, 
°¢'That he was fecretly informed that there 
“fwas a party in Scotland for the placing 
‘ of the Prior of St. Andrews in the ftate of 
€ Scotland ; and that the Prior himfelf did, by 
>< all the fecret means he could, afpire there- 
‘tob’, The Duke of Northfolk was pofi- 
‘tive enough that Murray was ftill purfuing 
the fame game, even in September Mpixix. 
‘only about four months before he was fhot 
at Linlithgow ; for thus he writes to Cecil, 

upon the xv. day of that month«,‘ You may 
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‘fee by the Earl of Murray’s dealing with 
¢ Lethington, what mark he fhoots at; and 
‘how little he careth for any thing that is 
¢ advifed here. He that hath been fo 
£ bold with his own miftrefs, as to bereave: her 
¢ of her kingdom and liberty, thinks it buta 
¢finall matter to refufe to be advifed by 
‘ the Qucen’s Majefty. You hall find that 
‘be hath forgotten all former friendfhip. 
‘He hath a new mark in his eye, no lefs 
‘than a kingdom: God fend him: fuch luck 
© as others have had, who have followed his 
* courfe.’ 

This was the general perfuafon of all. per- 
fons of tolerable fagacity at that time, as- 
might be made appear by other good teftimo- 
nies. Perhaps one from Queen Elizabeth 
will be of ufe to convince fome people, that 
there was a defign at that time to bereave our 
Queen of her kingdom ; thefe are her words, 
which follow : . | 

‘Tt is well known, that before thé making 
‘ of the treaty of Edinburgh,— there was an 
‘ intent difcovered unto us, even by Lething- 
‘ton himfelf, whom afterwards fhe {pecially 
‘f,vyoured, to deprive her of her crown: 
¢ Which motion we utterly rejected 3.” I fhall 
fhall not pofitively affirm that this propofal 


was 


2 Cotton libr. Cal. c. 9. Inftrudtions to the Earl of 
Shrewsbury and Mr. Beale 6. April_1583. 
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was to fet up my Lord Prior, but furely it 
thutt have confifted with his knowledge ; for 
he and Lethirgton were at that time very gra- 
éious; and itis not likely that his Lordfhip 
would have readily confented. that any o- 
ther perfon fhould have occupied that room: 
But the Prior’s own condu@ and aétions af- 
ford the ftrongeft evidence. After they had 
made their league with England, (to which he 
fubfcribes in the firft place) and by the affift- 
ance of the Englifo army had got the town 
of Leith evacuated, they began in their way 
to fettle their reformation ; but neither of 
the two competitors could find the means to 
feize the government into his own hands : 
For the one always oppofed the other, by alk 
the means that could be invented. The 
young Earl of 4rran finding himfelf entirely 
fruftrated of his high expectations, turned 
frantick on the difappointment; of which he 
never recovered. 

The King of Francé happening to die if 
the year 1560, the Queen began to think of 
returning to her kingdom of Scotland ; on 
which occafion there was one deputation fent 
to attend her by the Roman Catholicks, and 
another by the Protéftants, and this laft was 
no other than the Priot himfelf, who, in 
his way, took advice with Queen Elizabeth, 
and her minifters, how he fhould behave him- 
eC felt; 
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felf. When he waited on the Queen, he pro- 
pofed fome things for the fatisfaétion of his 
dear crony Queen Elizabeth ; and for his 
own part he fought only the Earldom of 
Murray, by way of gratification for his tra- 
vel, and that the Queen fhould confltt- 
tute him governor of Scoéland till fhe herfelf 
fhould return 2, with fome ecclefiaftical be- 
nefices to be beftowed among his moft trufty 
friends. But the Queen would difpofe of 
none of thefe things till fhe fhould arrive her- 
felf in Scotland, and take the advice of her 
own nobility. The Prior thus difappointed, re- 
turns home through Ezgland; and having 
learned all that he could, about the time and 
other particulars relating to his Sovereign’s 
return to Scotland, he acquainted Q. Elizabeth, 
and would needs have her to caufe intercept 
Queen Mary inher paflage. Camden fays 
exprefly, ‘ That ames the baftard’ ha- 
‘ ving a little before returned through Eing- 
‘ land, gave advices under-hand to intercept 
‘her, both for Elizabeth’s fecurity, and the 
‘ intereft of religion? He adds, ‘that Le- 
‘ thington advifed the fame thing, left if fhe 
‘ fhould return, fhe fhould raife- wonderful 
‘ tragedies, cut off their intercourfe with the 
¢ Englifb, deprefs the faction that favoured 
* them, 
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“them, dc.’ for which he cites, Lethingion’s 
letters. ne 
Camden’s veracity hath indeed. been cal- 
led much in queftion in late times, becaufe he i 
tells fome ungracious truths. But his vouch- 
rs are ftill extant, and in particular this letter a 
of Lethington has been publifhed by Bifhop i 
Keith »; and it contains expreflions rather 
ftronger than Camden’s tranilation has them. 
Thus befides the things already cited from 
Gamden ; ‘She will not be ferved, fays Le- 
‘ rhington, with thofe that bear any g cood-will 
£ to England : Some quarrel .fhall be pick’d 
‘with them; not direétly. for religion. at 
‘the firft; but where the accufation of 
‘herefy would be odious, men muf{t be 
‘ charged with treafon. The like of this, f 
think, hath been feen in Q. Mary’s days, ee 
«A few number thus difgraced,.difpatched or 
« difperfed, the reft will be an eafy prey ; and 
«then may the butchery of Bonner plainly 
¢ begin, oc.” 
The Englifo Queen did not fail to follow 
the Prior’s counfel. She abfolutely refufed 
either to allow Queen Mary to pafs through 
Esgland: into. Scotland, or to grant a fafe con- 
duct. And a fleet was acts fitted out; 
and put to ie for apprehending her in 
her paflage: But they mifled their aim ; for 
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the Queen arrived fafely in Scotland upon 
the xix. day of .4ugu/? Mpuxt. notwith- 
ftanding all their anxiety to intercept her. 
But when fhe came, fhe found that no fuit; 
able. preparations had been made for her re- 
ception; becaufe the. perfons who at that 
time took the management of affairs upon 
them, were in hopes that fhe would never 
come, but fall into the hands of the Englifh, 

to be murdered by them at that time. 
ILknow how Elizabeth by her letters to 
Queen Mary herfelf, denied that there were 
any fhips fent to fea to intercept her, or that 
any fuch thing was ever defigned, ‘ Whereas 
‘it feems, fays fhe, that report hath been 
‘made to you, that we had fent our ad, 
‘ miral to the feas, with our navy, to im- 
‘ pefch your paflage ; both your fervants do 
‘ well underftand how falfe that report was, 
* confidering for a truth, that we have not 
‘any more than two or three {mall barks 
< upon the feas to apprehend certain pirates, 
¢ being thereto intreated, and, in a manner, 
‘compelled thereto, by the earneft requeft 
¢ of the ambaflador of our good brother the 
‘King of Spain, made to us of certain of 
¢ your fubjects, Scot/men, haunting our feas 
‘as pirates, under pretence of. letters of 
¢margue” Thus far Elizabeth, But her 
| Lord 
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Lord keeper Bacon, in a {peech that he de- 
livered in the Privy-council of England, ‘in 
the year 1562, againft an interview propo- 
fed betwixt Queen Mary and Q. Elizabeth, 

exprefled himfelf, in a quite different ftrain. 
* Again, fays he, by the continual offence 
sthat the Queen of Scots and the honufe 
fof Guife’s friends took within their 
¢ breafts daily, for that the Queen hath not 
¢* * * nor that fhe and they defire fhe 
$ fhould now have. <A matter of itfelf doubt. 
* lefs fufficient to continue any old difplea- 
¢ fure, or to breed a new, whatever fhew or 
¢ countenance, by word or promile, be made 
¢ to the contrary, 

‘ Befides, think you that the Scots i[B 
€ Queen’s fuit, made in all friendly manner, 
¢to come through England, at the time the 
‘left France to come into Scoéland, and the 
¢ denial thereof, except the treaty were rati- 
‘fied, is by them forgotten? or elfe your 
‘ fending of your fhips to fea at the time of 
‘her paflage : Now doubtlefs, to {peak as I 
¢ think, thefe and the reft, which you remem- 
¢ ber as well as J, were able to make her, tho? 
‘ before well diinafett to be clean otherwife 
‘ oiven ; and then much more to continue, 
‘ with fome increafe, the old conceived af. 
‘ fection towards this realm, efpecially feeing 
fitis joined with ambition toa kingdom: 
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‘ And as our doings, on ourmfide; have defer, 
‘ved no change of their affeGtion, but ra- 
‘ther the maintenance of the old difplea- 
¢ fure, with increafe, no more ought we to 
‘ hope for at theirhands” Thus @ a, and 
truth has a good face. After what hath 
been {faid, any perfon who can doubr, but 
that the Engli/> fent out a f{quadron to in- 
tercept Osan Mary, and that too by the 
countel, confent and: approbation of the Prior 
of St. Andrews, and his accomplices, mutt 
be a {ceptic indeed in hiftory. 


a From a MS. intituled, Placita fecreti confi! tiy Once 
in patents f Dr. Moor Bp. of Ely, now in the lj. 
the univerfity of Cambridge, 


of King Henry Darnly, 


CHAP. IV. 


Of the Prior’s Atchievements, after 
he became Queen MART’s prim 
Minifier. 


HE fudden death of King Heary If. of 

France, and the death of King Frav- 
cis Il, Queen Mary’s husband, fo fon 
thereafter, threw her affairs into great dif 
order. _ Upon the death of Queen Mary of 
England in November 1558, King Henry 
her father in law, and one of her curators, in 
‘conjunétion with the other two curators her 
uncles, had thought fit that fhe fhould take 
‘the title and arms of Queen of England ; and 
had they done any thing lefs, they had been 
blame worthy, as very negligent of the truft 
repofed in them, for fhe unqueftionably had 
the right in her perfon, as far as fuch right 
can be conveyed by legitimate defcent, join- 
ed with proximity of blood,. and {upported 
by the laws and general praétice. Tis well 
known that King Henry VIII. of England, 
and his parliaments had. declared both his 
daughters baftards. After he cameto the crown, 
he had married Katharine of Spain, his bro- 
ther’s widow, by a difpenfation from the 
Pope: 
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Pope; but after he had lived with her about 
eighteen years, cafting his eye upon Anne 
Bolen, one of her maids, he began’ to plead 
great fcruples and qualms of confcience about 
the legality of his marriage ; and it is almoft 
incredible what pains and éxpences he be- 
ftowed to have it believed throughout all 
Europe, and declared by the moft famous 
univerfities at home and abroad; that he had! 
lived all that time in inceft, not to mention 
how many lives thig matter coft. He mucly 
wanted that the Pope would givé the fame de: 
claration, but could not obtain it; therefore 
he fhook off his authority, took the power in 
his own hands, and, by the affiftance. of Dr. 
Thomas Cranmer, whom for that end he had 
made Archbifhop of Canterbury, he divorced 
his wife; and them he and his parliament de: 
clared his daughter Mary an inceftuous ba- 
ftard, and incapable to facceed to the crown. 
But before all this could be accomplifhed; 
King Henry’s confcience began to’ difcover it- 
felf; for Anne Bolen had firft become with 
child to him, fo he married her privily upon 
the xxv. of Fanuary, got his wife divorced 
23d of May, and had his daughter Elizabeth 
born to him by 4zne Bolen upon the 7th 
day of September 1533 %. 4 
‘but 


2 Stow. Cranmer in one of his JIetters. wi ova 8 Ba- 
ronage, p. 306. vol. 2. Burnet’s reformation, vol. 3. de. 
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But the worft of it is, that, after all, Anne 
Bolen was in the fame degree of affinity with 
Henry VIII. as his former wife. ‘This ap-= 
pears very evidently from a bull which he 
défired from the Pope. A bull ‘ by which his 
marriage with Katharine was to be declared 
null and invalid, becaufe fhe was his bro- 
ther’s widow; fo that he might lawfully 
marry any other woman: And in confe- 
quence of fuch declaration of the nullity of 
‘ that marriage, he might be difpenfed with 
‘to marry any other woman lawfully, and 
‘ with her to live freely in that marriage, and 
‘ beget lawful iffue therein ; even though fhe 
‘fhould be fuch a woman as had already 
contraéted marriage with another man, pro- 
vided fhe had not confummated that mar- 
riage by carnal knowledge ; and although 
‘ fhe fhould be related to Henry himfelf, in 
the fecond or more remote degree of con- 
fanguinity, or in the firft degree of affinity, 
ex quocunque, licito feu illicito, cottu *, pro- 
vided fhe was not his faid brother’s widow.” 
With other provifos of lefs moment. 
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a White Kennet, in his edition of Lord Herbert’s life 
of Henry VIII. gives an Englifh tranflation of this bull, 
where he thus renders thefe Latin words, either from awful 
or forbidden wedlock; but they include every thing, in wed- 
lock or out of wedlock, lawful or unlawful. 
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The Pope Clement VII. being at that time 
very much opprefled by Charles V. the Em- 
peror, was very loth to difoblige Henry, fo 
he granted the bull in the very terms ashe 
defired it, upon the xvii. day of ‘December 
1527, not above a’ week after he had been 
freed from prifon in the caftle of St. Angelo ; 
but he inferted a fmall claufe in it, by which 
he rendered it quite void; for he granted it 
only with this provifo, ‘That Henry’s con- 
‘tract of marriage with the faid Katharine 
‘ fhould be firft declared to have been, and 
‘ftillto be null and invalid; the determi- 
nation of which point he referved to himfelf, 
as reafon required ; and it is well known that 
he could never be prevailed upon to allow 


‘that it was a null marriage’: And in truth, to 


have allowed or determined otherwife, had 


‘been to break down all barriers, and quite to 


ovérturn and invalidate the’ moft folemn and 


Yacred ties and obligations upon earth. 


It is a’matter worthy of our ‘obferva- 
tion, that’at the time of granting this bull, 
Henry VILL. and his’ council acknowledged 
and took it for granted, with the moft of man- 
kind, that the Pope had fuch a difpenfing 
power : But when they found that he would 
not go all their lengths, they cried out loudly 
that he had it not : And it is more than:pro- 
bable that if the Pope had come into Henry’s 
meafures, 
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meafures, to do this manifett piece of injuftice, 
his authority had ftill been as great in Eng: 
Jand, or rather greater, than, in any other 
nation in the world, as it had formerly been. 
So inconfiftent are fome men rendered by 
their irregular paflions and appetites. 

But as to the view of defiring fuch an extra- 
ordinary and‘extravagant bull. What could it 
be that troubled Henry VIII. his confcience, 
thathe prefs’d fo earneflly to have his firft mar- 
riage diflolved, as inceftuous, becaufe his wife 
was related to him in the firft degree of affini- 
ty ;and yet to defire that he fhould be authori- 
fed to marry another, not only related to him 
inthe fame degree, but alfo one who had con- 
tracted already with another man’ And by 
what means imaginable had Henry got women 
related to him in that degree, with whom he 
defigned to marry ? Why truly he had kept 
fora miftrefs Mary Bolen, filter to Anne 
Bolen, whom, upon fixing his fancy on Anne, 
he difcarded, and caufed William Carey, 
whom he called gentleman of his privy cham- 
ber, to marry her. This 4zne had con- 
tracted already with Henry Piercy, the Earl 
of Northumberland’s eldeft fon, who, being a 
young unexperienced man, and having the 
opportunity of being frequently at court in 
Cardinal Wool/ey’s train,was eafily kidnapped 
by fuch a defigning young woman, and had con- 
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tracted to marry her ; till his father, perceiving 
con{cientious Henry’s inclinations, with ter- 
rible threats diffwaded him from purfuing fo 
dangerous game: And henceit is that Henry 
defires, not only that he fhould have a difpen- 
{ation to marry a woman related to him in 
the firft degree of affinity, but alfo, <altho’ 
< thatewoman fhould have been contraéted 
“ with another man.” 

If this explanation of a deed, being in it- 
felf fo grofly {candalous and abominable, fhall 
feem rafh and uncharitable, to be made at this 
diftance of time,’tis hoped the teftimony of Car- 
dinal Pool, will be of fome weight to fupport 
it. "The Cardinal, whofe integrity no man 
hitherto has attacked with fuccefs, addrefles 
flenry VIII. in thefe words, « Had ye left 
‘ your wife, becaufe ye perfuaded yourfelf 
‘ that the law pronounced that marriage wick- 
‘ed and abominable, would ye not have 
‘taken the moft particular care, that you 
‘ fhould not a fecond time pollute yourfelf 
‘ with fuch another marriage ? Would ye not 
‘have abftained altogether from fuch perfons 
‘as were in the fame, or even a worfe con- 
‘ dition, than your former wife ? You could 
‘not have done otherwife, had you aéted 
‘from any motive proceeding from the 
‘law; but you muft have detefted them who 
‘ would haye advifed you to any fuch mar- 
riage, 
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‘ rlage,or even who would make mention of it 
‘in your prefence. What is fhe with whom 
‘ ye joined yourfelf in your divorced wife’s 
‘room, and what kind of perfon? Is fhe not 
‘ the fifter of one, whom ye firft deflowered, 
‘ and long thereafter kept with you asa con- 
‘ cubine ? She is actually the perfon. By what 
‘ means then do you perfwade us that ye a- 
‘void unlawful marriages? Was ye in this 
* cafe’ unacquainted with the law, which in 
¢ reality no lefs prohibits to marry a woman 
‘ with whofe fifter you had made your felf 
‘ one flefh, than her with whom your brother 
‘ was one flefh? Isthe oneto be detefted ? 
‘fo is alfo the other. Yea you of all men 
‘knew beft. But how doth this come to my 
«knowledge? Even becaufe at that. very 
‘time, when ye was rejecting the Pope’s 
< difpenfation, ye ftrove with great keennefs 


« with the fame Pope, to havea licence grant- _ 


‘ed you for marrying the fifter of her who 
«had been your concubine, and obtained it, 
‘upon this condition, that it fhould firft be 
‘made manifeft that the Pope had not the 
‘ power of granting a difpenfation in the for- 
‘mer cafe. Doth not then this very wo- 
‘man, whom ye now have for a wife, moft 
‘ plainly fhew what your purpofe was? Doth 
‘not God, through her perfon, let her be 
‘ filent, make it evident to all men, that you 
‘made 
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‘ made mention of the law to ferve your luf, 
‘ and not out of compliance with God’s com- 
‘ mandment? But there is another thing which 
‘lays your mind yet further open : For this 
‘ bufinefs about your brother’s wife is of lefs 
‘ moment by far. Why fo ? Becaufe altho’ his 
‘wife, whofe nakednefs the law forbiddeth 
‘thee to uncover, was married in the face 
‘and view of the church, fhe came to thee a 
‘virgin: But I fuppofe thou wilt not fay 
‘that thou didft leave a virgin, the filter of 
‘that woman whom thou now haft, ec. * 
On account of this free language, Henry 
fought to have the Cardinal affaflinated, 
and afterwards put his mother the Countefs 
of Salisbury to death; although he had defir- 
ed the Cardinal to tell him his mind freely 
upon this {ubject. 

K. Henry caufed his. daughter Mary to ac- 
knowledge herfelf to be an inceftuous baftard, 
and in the xxv. yekr of his reign an act nba 
Jiament was made, fettling the fucceflion to 
the crown uponhis younger daughter. L/iza- 
beth, failing his male iffue: To the {trict ob- 
fervation of which fettlement, he got his parlia- 
ment the next year to take an oath. Yet furely, 
if his firft marriage was. inceftuous, fo was 
the fecond ; but if his eldeft daughter was 

legitimate, 


2 Pro ecclefiaftice unitatis defenfione, lib. 3. 
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legitimate, the fecond was begotten in a- 
dultery. Henry foon after having fet his af 
feftions on another woman, puts 4xne Bo- 
Jen to death, and the very next day marries 
Miftrefs Zane Seymour: And then both his 
daughters are declared illegitimate by another 
acét of parliament, in the xxviii. year of his 
reign. But after that he got an att of parlia- 
ment declaring it lawful for both of them to 
fucceed after other, according to their feniority, 
and authorifing him to limit the fucceffion af 
ter them by his patent, or by his latter will, 
as fhould pleafe him. And his good pleafure 
was to exclude the pofterity of his eldeft f- 
fter, Grandmother to Queen Mary of Scots 
land. 

Kings have frequently taken the afliftance 
of their parliaments, or councils, to opprefs 
fome of their fubje&s, and deprive them of 
their rights; and fubjects are often obliged to 
fit down quietly under fuch oppreflion: But 
indepéndent Sovereigns are on another foot- 
ing ; for one of them, though fupported by 
all his fubje&ts, is not to pretend to deprive 
his equal of his juft right and title, unlefs he 
defigns to entail a war and other hardfhips 
upon his people: For princes will not tame- 
ly allow themfelves to be fo cut out, for the 

“mere humour and caprice of an unreafonable 
tyrant, or any unjuft a&ts of inconfiftent par- 
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Jiaments. And had K. Hezry IL. of France lt 


ved any time longer, or even his fon King 
Francis II. they could not have failed to 
vindicate the right of the Queen of Scots to , 
the crown of England, againft all fuch {pu- 
rious iffue as Elizabeth the daughter of Hen- 
ry VIII. But they happening to die fo foon 
after one another, /rauce became lefs inter- 
effed in that matter,and perhaps were not over 
fond of feeing the Briti/h kingdoms fairly united 
under one lawful Sovereign, left they might 
happen to create as. great difturbance to France 
as the Engli/h had formerly done, while their 
kings held ample poffeffions in that kingdom, 
not fo much by their own force or valour, 
as by raifing inteftine war and commotions, 
and by affifting one half of the natives to de- 
{troy the other. 

The troubled ftate of Scotland was_ano- 
ther bar againft Queen Mary’s obtaining or 
purfuing her right to the throne of England. 
Out countrymen who had declared for the 
reformation, were all joined in a confederacy 
with her rival Queen Elizabeth ; which great- 
ly diftraéed her counfels when fhe returned 
out of France. It isnot to be doubted but 
that her inclination was to have had for 
her council and officers of ftate, men chiefly 
of her own religion: But then the re- 


formers, con{cious of their own demerits and 
| danger; 
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danger, would never have been quiet. And 
although thefe who would. have ftood up for 
the Queen or the Roman Catholick religion, 
might have been an over-match for the others, 
yet they could not have ftood againft the Ex- 
glifo too, who would have been very ready 
to join in extirpating them all, and dethron- 
ing the Queen herfelf. She therefore propofed 
to gain the others by kindnefs and favours 5 
allowed them the full exercife of their religt- 
on, as fhe found it fet up among them, how- 
ever illegally and turbulently ; gave them-an 
ample indemnity ; and admitted the chiefs of 


them into the adminiftration of her affairs, and 


upon her council: And the Prior of S#, Az- 
drews became her prime minifter; and by 
that means had a great opportunity of pur- 
‘fuing his proje& of ufurping the crown. He 
prectuded her other fubjeéts from all accefs 
to her majefty, except through him only; 
and he had not born rule above a year, till 
he had laid plots for cutting off the principal 
men in the kingdom, who, he. thought, might 
thwart him in his views; fome of whom he 

_got put to death, and others fhut up in pri- 
fon: He alfo joined in alliance againft the 

Queen’s allies abroad,and levied foldiers whom 
he fent to join with their enemies againft 

them, without the Queen’s knowledge; a 

ec thing 
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thing which none of our hiftorians have taken 
notice of except Lind/ay of Pit/cottie, who 
writes, that in the year Mpxxu1. five hun- 
dred light horfemen went out of Scotland to 
France, for {upport of the congregation, the 
Queen not knowing thereof.’ That it was fo, 
is now made plain by the original papers pu- 
blifhed by Dr. Forbes 2, The French Prote- 
{tants had that year put the Englifh in poffeffi- 
on of Dieppe,Havre de Grace, and other adja- 
cent villages and forts upon the coaft of France: 
On which account the Lingli/b were to fet up 
Proteftantifm in France. “But matters did 
not fucceed according to their wifhes or ex~ 
pectations : For the Duke of Gui/e, uncle to 
Queen Mary, called the Mars of France, 
haying chiefly by his own fingle perfonal va= 
lour>, recovered the battle of Dreuw, after the 
conftable of France had inamanner loftit, the 
rebels had no kind of fuccefs after that, and 
the Lnglifh were either driven out, or obli- 
ged to quit all thefe places, and the Scots 
were almoft all cut off in defending them. 
Some few of them had been apprehended and 
hanged by the conftable of France, with pa- 
pers on their heads, declaring that this was 
done, becaufe they had come acainft their 
Sovereign’s will, to the fervice of the Hugue- 
nots. It was at firft given out that thefe 

were 
@ Vol. 2. p. 49, &c. b Ibid. p. 245. 252, 
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were Englifomen, about which the Engli/h 


saifed a great deal of clamour: But after it 
came to be known that they were Scot/men, 
there was no more ado about the matter. 

All the advantage that the. confederates 
reaped by this war was, that, during it, they 
prevailed with one Poltrot, one of the Duke 
of Guife’s Gentlemen, to affaflinate his ma- 
fter the Duke, whom the reformers dreaded 
more than any other man in the world. The 
felon’s heart failed him, after he had engaged 
to execute this horrid undertaking ; but 
Theodore de Beze, who a&ted as the fecond 
proteftant Pope, enouraged him to proceed, 
ufing words in French to this purpofe : Go 
to, Sir; take courage ; the angels will af- 
fift you. 

' Two of our contemporary hiftorians, Bu: 
chanan and Knox, behave very ftrangely with 
refpe& to this great man and his murderer. 

Buchanan even commends Poltrot for this 
very aétion ; and having long before written 
a poem, in which he moft defervedly praifed 
the Duke, for his famous defenceof Metz a- 
gainft the Emperor, he afterwards {truck out 


the Duke’s name, and inferted another man’s | 


to whom that praife did not belong : Yet is 
the Duke highly extolled by him in another 
of his poems, written upon his taking of Ca- 
lais from the Englifo, andjuftly too; for he 
Gi.e.2 was 
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was called the proteétor of his country by the 
parliament of Paris. Knox tellsthe ftoryin 
thefe words,God had ftricken that bloody tyrant 
the Duke of Guife, &c. of which expreflions 
and behaviour, I leave every man to judge 
for himfelf. 

While the Earl of Murray was thus trea- 
fonably affifting the French rebels, without 
his Sovereign’s knowledge, he was alfo pur- 
fuing high matters at home, even to cut off 
the Duke of Cha/felberault’s family and the 
Earl of Huntly’s, with the Earl of Bothwell. 
‘This Jaft Earl, tho’ perhaps the moft ftanch 
Proteftant among them all, upon chriftian or 
moral principles, was extremely hated by the 
reft, becaufe he not only would not join in 
that rebellion by which they firft fet up their 
reformation, but alfo oppofed them; and be- 
ing informed by the Queen dowager, that 
money was to be fent from England: for fup- 
porting that rebellion, he having good oppor- 
tunity, by being Lieutenant of-the marches 
of Scotland, feized it, and wounded Cockburz 
of Ormifien, one of the condudors of it, For 
which reafon the congregationers rifled his 
houfes, carried off his charter-cheft, and bore 
him deadly hatred ever after, The Earl of 
Arran, who as hath been faid already, had 
been feized with a frenzy, kept a perpetual 
grudge at him on this account, The Queen 

and 
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and council had endeavoured in vain to make 
up this difference : But at laft it was done in 
all appearance by means of the Earl of Mur- 
ray, then only Earl of Mar, and “Fobn Knox. 
The latter brought about the reconciliation 
betwixt .4rran and Bothwell, and then 4r- 
ran and Murray were made umpires in the 
guarrel betwixt Bothwell and the laird of Or- 
mifton. Bleffed are the peace-makers, But 
the Earl of Bothwell had no great caufe to 
be thankful on this occafion; becaufe there- 
by his life and fortune were endangered ; 


for within four days after this reconciliation, 


they prevailed with 4rraz to accufe him and 
Gavin Hamilton Abbot of Kilwinning, his 
own kinfman, as having confpired to take the 
Queen and to put her in 4rran’s own hands, 
in the caftle of Dumbarton ; and to flay the 
Earl of Murray and Secretary Lethington, 
and others who then were of the miniftry : 
of all which he acquainted the Queen her- 
felf by a letter, and brought in even his own 
father the Duke as acceflory to thefe defigns. 
The Duke confined him to his chamber : 
whence he wrote to the Earl of Murray in 
cyphers, a detail of his grievances, and that 
he was in fear of his life, unlefs he fhould be 
fuddenly refeued ; which was a very dire& 
way to bring about the deftrudtion of his fa- 
ther, and his whole family. Soon thereafter he 
: made 
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made his efcape from his confinement ; and the 
Earl of Murray, glad of an opportunity that 
might be improved to cut off the next heirs to 
the crown, convoyed him to the Queen then 
at Falkland, where he again repeated all his 
{tories ; upon which the Duke had the caftle 
of ‘Dumbarton taken from him, and the Earl 
of Bothwell and Abbot of Kilwinning were 
committed to prifon ; and although. there ap- 
peared about .4rran at that time plain eviden- 
ces of a diftempered brain (for he talked of 
wonderous figns that he faw in the heavens ; 
imagined that he was bewitched, and would 
needs get into the Queen’s bed, alledging that 
he was married to her) yet neither could the 
Earl nor the Abbot get themfelves fet at liber- 
ty, till the former made his efcape privily. 
Arran being further examined about thefe 
things, ftood to his accufation of the. Earl 
of Bothwell, but began to deny that his 
own relations knew any thing of the matter, 
or intended any violence againft him; alledg- 
ing that he had been inchanted to fpeak and 
write the contrary formerly. 

The Gordons were another potent tribe, 
whofe ruin was projected at this jun€ure: 
And this was the occafion laid hold of for 
that purpofe. Alexander Lord Ogilvie had 
taken to wife, at his fecond: marriage, one 
of the Earl of Huxtlie’s fifters, and for 
her 
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her dowry had infeft her in a large portion 
of his lands in liferent. After his death, it 
feems, fhe exchanged that liferent with her 
brother the Earl, for fome other confideration; 
and he feemsto have given it to his fon Sir 
Fobn Gorden, who had married his own cou- 
fin, the Lord Og:/vie’s daughter, who feems 
to have been provided in fome fhare of her 
father’s lands for her portion ; for fhe is called 
lady Findlater in publick deeds. Fames Lord 
Ogilvie fon of Alexander, wanted to fucceed 
to the whole, but the law allowed him not: 
Therefore he picks a quarrel with Sir Zobn, 
and, together with his own fervants, attacks 
him and his fervants on the ftreet of Edin- 
burgh, wpon the 27th of Fune 1562. Some 
of Fobn Gordon’s fervants were hurt, but the 
agereflor # was dangeroufly wounded. Both 
were committed to prifon; but Sir JFobz 
finding himfelf hardly ufed already, and like- 
ly to be ftill worfe treated, made his efcape 
out of the prifon of Edinburgh. Being after- 
wards cited to appear before the Queen and 
her council, he came and fubmitted himfelf 
before her in the tolbooth of Aberdeen, en- 
tring himfelf prifoner, to remain there, or to 


go 


* In the charge again{t Sir John for entring himfelf pri- 
foner in the caftle of Stirling, it is faid to have been for 
the cruel ouferting onthe Lord Ogilvie, although he fet up- 
on him only in his own defence. 
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go to any other prifon, as it fhould pleafe hes 
Majefty. The Queen ordered him to go 
and remain prifoner i in the provoft of sdber- 
deen’s lodgings, till fhe fiould declare her fur- 
ther pleafure in that matter :. Which he did. 
They had prevailed upon the Queen to raife 
fome forces, and to go to the northern parts 
of the country in the end of Auguf?, having 
firft modelled and framed her council to their 
minds, fo as only four, with her fecretary, 
and three or four officers of ftate fhould at- 
tend at once, for two months, and after them 
other four for the next two months, and fo 
on. "The four who attended her to the 
-North, were the Earls of Argile, Marifbal, 
Mar, afterwards Murrey, and Morton. When 
the Queen came to Aberdeen, Huntly and 
his lady came, with a good train, to wait 
upon her Majefty, and were gracioufly re- 
ceived. When fhe came to Jnvernefs, the go- 
vernor of the caftle for the Earl of Huntly, 
was all of a fudden required to furrender it, 
who having demurred fome fhort time, fur- 
rendered it indeed, and was forthwith hang- 
-ed. His name was Gordon. Fobn Knox 
tells us, that Sir Fob Gordon had command- 
ed this captain to hold out the caftle, and had 
promifed him relief. But that could mot well 
be, for this was upon the third of September, 
and Sir Fohn had ony been charged upon 
the 
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the fir of that month to quit his prifon in 
the provoft of Aberdeen’s houfe, and enter 
himfelf prifoner in the caftle of Stirling, 
within feven days, under the pain of treafon: 
Which charge he did not obey. ‘Therefore, 
upon the roth of that month, there is an a& 
of thefe counfellors, finding that he had in. 
curred the pains of treafon ; and command- 
ing him and his wife and others, to deliver 
his houfes of Findlater and Auchindown to 
the Queen’s officers, who was to give the 
charge within xxiv. hours under the pain of 
treafon and forfeiture. And fome foldiers 
were fent to lie about his houfe of Findlater, 
who ftaid in Cullen, and were by him fur- 
prifed, and their captain made prifoner, and 

the reft difarmed or flain. | 
This was an outrage to which it would 
feem; he was .prompted by the worthy pri- 
vy council, who that very day enacted, that 
if the Earl of Huntly, his father, and his 
friends, fhould not appear within a very fhort 
fpace, (even next day if we may truft the 
printed copy of the a& +, I have not accefs 
to the original at prefent) he and they fhould 
be denounced rebels, and that he fhould be di- 
vetted of all places of ftrength. We find by the 
acts of their council, that a confiderable num- 
ber of gentlemen of his firname did make 
fal their 
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their appearance before the Queen upon the 
xxvi. day of that month of Ocfober, and 
found furety under very. high penalties, to 
enter their perfons in prifon, wherever they 
fhould be commanded, without any kind of 
reafon given or alledged againft them. 

It would feem that the Earl himfelf was 
upon his way to dothe like: But the godly 
Prior of St. Andrews, who had got himfelf 
fometime before made Earl of Mar, atid du- 
ring this very expedition, had exchanged that 
Earldom for the Earldom of Murray, to 
which Huntly had a fort of claim, was loth 
to allow that Huntly fhould ever be received 
into favour again. He and his affociates had, 
inthe Queen’s name, raifed the inhabitants 
of the fhires of Svirling, Fife, Angus, 
Mearns, and Strathern, and the Queen had 
before that time a good number of men of 
the more northern counties about her, ' O. 
ver all thefe Murray got himfelf made the 
Queen’s Lieutenant, with acommiffion to pur- 
fue Hunt/y and his children and friends with 
fire and {word. Huntly was coming for- 
ward, as Murray’s admirers fay (for this is 
avery dark piece of hiftory) with three hun- 
dred men. It is to be remarked, that accord- 
ing to the cuftom of that time, a man of his 
{tation and power, never went upon any 
confiderable errand, without a grand retinue : 


But 


of King Henry Darnly. 197 
But Murray lay in his way at Corrichie, 
with more thoufands than he had hundreds. 
Tis faid there enfued a battle or engage- 
ment ; but it doth not appear that any one 
of Huntly’s attendants ever drew a {word : 
Their hiftorians affirm, that not one of his 
opponents was flain. He had his choice of 
very brave men; and to fay that he came 
with even three hundred of them, and did 
not fo much as kill or hurt any of his oppo- 
nents, is plainly to fay, that he intended not 
to fight. But whether his furrender was 
voluntary or not, is all one, for he was im- 
mediately {mothered, and then it was given 
out that he had died fuddenly in their cu- 
ftody. They kept his corps unburied all 
that winter, and then forfeited him and all 
his pofterity, in the month of May: And that 
they might cut off all the tribe of his firname, 
they forged treafonable letters in the Earl of 
Sutherland’s name, pretending that they found 
them in the dead man’s pocket ; upon which 
they forfeited him together with Huntly, and 
all the gentlemen of note of that clan. Sir ohn 
Gordon was immediately beheaded, or rather 
butchered by an unskilful executioner. 4- 
dam, one of his younger brothers, although 
under age, was deftined to undergo the fame 
fate; but the Queen would by no means 
confent to the execution, George, Huntly’s 
£2 
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eldeft fon, was with the Duke of Cha/telherault, 
his father in law, and was obliged to enter 
himfelf prifoner in the caftle of Edinburgh, 
and afterwards in the caftle of Dunbar. He 
alfo was forfeited, without receiving fo much 
as a Citation, or copy of his inditement, nay, 
they refufed to read his inditement in his 
hearing +, before thechoofing of the jury. In 
it he was accufed of treafon committed againft 
the Queen’s perfon and the whole nobility 
that {were with her at Lnvernefs : Yet did 
fome of thefe very perfons compofe a part of 
his jury, and the reft were of their relations, 
After he was committed to prifon in Dunbar 
caftle, they either forged, or furreptitioufly 
obtained a warrant to be figned by the Queen, 
directed to the governor of the caftle, for put- 
ting the Lord Gordon to death. But the go. 
vernor fufpecting fome fraud, came in’ per- 
fon to fee the Queen, and pretended that he 
had executed her commands. The Queen 
denied that ever fhe had given fuch orders : 
So he produced the warrant, which gave her 
great uneafinefs ; but he foon relieved her, by 
acquainting her that he had not yet obeyed 
the cruel order ; and the Queen difcharged 
him from doing fo upon any terms, whatever 
orders he might receive, if it was not from 
her own mouth. 


e Act of reduction in the records of parliament, 1567. 
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The Earl of Murray’s more open At- 
tempts to ferze the Crown, 


Fter Murray had thus got the Hamil- 
tons, the Gordons, and the Earl of Bozh- 
well either cut off, imprifoned, banifhed, or 
brought under, he began to difcover his 
views more openly. He became exceflively 
fond ofthe name of Stewart; he recounted 
the laudable aéts of that family, and how well 
the kingdom had been governed under them ; 
and it was great grief to him, that the crown 
was likely to devolve upon another family : 
And for preventing that, he propofed to the 
Queen to have the crown entailed upon fome 
perfons of her own firname, and that he him- 
felf fhould be the firft perfon in the entail, 
The Queen would not hearken to the propo- 
{al of defrauding the true heirs: But took the 
opportunity from this ambitious view of Mur- 
ray’s tocall home the Earl of Lenox,with whofe 
fon fhe had fome thoughts of marrying, and 
that by advice of her uncle the Cardinal 
of Lorrain, who confidered that the Engli/h 
might perhaps fet up that young man, in Op- 


pofition to her in the right of fucceflion to 
) the 
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the throne of Exgland. Murray alfo went 
the more readily into the propofal of reftor- 
ing Lenox, becaufe he knew that he would 
be a keen enemy to the Hamiltons, whom 
they both hated mortally. 

The Exglifh court had alfo their particular 
finifter views with regard tothe Earl of Le- 
nox. In general they hoped, that by this 
means fome difturbance and commotions 
would be raifed in Scotland : And in parti- 
cular they expeéed to have got the lady 
Margaret Douglas, his wife, declared aba- 
{tard, that fo they might debar her and her 
pofterity from any claim to the crown of 
Lingland +, Itfeems that the Dougla/es had 
given them hopes that they would bring that 
matter about, in order to deprive her of the 
earldom of Angus. But Queen Mary pre- 
vented their defigns ; fhe reftored the Earl 
of Lenox to his own Earldom, and got his la- 
dy to yield her right to the Earldom of 4n- 
gus to the heir-male. 

In the month of Feédruary 1565, Henry 
Lord Darnly, Lenox’s fon, came to Scotland, 
and was well received by the Queen, which 
raifed envy againft him immediately >, This 
envy increafed more and more, after it became 
known that her Majefty had a mind to marry 

him, 
# See Hayne’s ftate papers, p. 380. Bp. Keith’s hilt. 
P- 268. > Ibid. p. 269, 272, 273, Ue 
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him, in fo much that there were defigns foon 
formed to cut him off, as may be feen in tne 
letters of Thomas Randolph the Englifh rel- 
dentin Scotland at that time, in one of which, 
bearing date the 2d day of Fuly 1565, he 
fays, * What fhall become of him (Darnly) 
< I know not; but it is greatly to be feared 
«that he can have no long life among this 
‘people.’ In another of the 21ft of that 
month, Randolph writes, that upon an 
indifereet anfwer which Darnly had given 
him, he had told Darzly exprefly, ‘that he 
¢ hoped to fee the wreck and overthrow of 
« as many as were of the fame mind with him,’ 
which was pretty plain language. Randolph 
did cabal with the malecontents, was made 
privy to their defigns, and promoted and 
encouraged them, being authorifed fo to do. 
The Queen held a great convention of her 
eftates at Stirling, upon the xiv. day of 
May, in which they gave their confent to the 
marriage. George Buchanan writes that the 
Earl of Murray, perceiving that there would 
be no freedom of voting at that meeting, 
chofe rather to be abfent, than to give an o- 
pinion which perhaps might prove fatal to 
himfelf, and unprofitable to the publick. And 
that Andrew Stewart Lord Ochiltree alone 
de- 
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declared openly, that he would never give 
his confent to the taking a King of the 
popifh party. But the privy council book 
fhews that Murray was actually prefent, and 
Ochiltree was not prefent that day. 

The parliament was appointed to meet at 


‘Edinburgh, upon the xx. day of Fuly, anda 


convention to be holden at Perth, upon the 
roth day of Hune, for preparing matters to be 
tranfaéted in that parliament. But the meet- 
ing of the parliament was prorogued to the 
firft of September ; and it did not hold at all, 
becaufe matters did foon take a new turn. For 
the Earls of Murray, Argyle and others en- 
tered into a confpiracy in the town of 
Perth, to flay the Lord Darnly, together 
with his father, and divers others who were 
about the Queen at that time, and to have 
fhut herfelf up prifoner in Lochlevin all the 
days of her life, and Murray to take the go- 
vernment upon himfelf. 

Thefe grand projets were to have been 
put in execution upon Sunday the firft of Fu 
ly. The Queen being at Perth had promifed 
to the Lord Living/ton to ftand Godmother 
to his child, who was to be baptized that day 
at his houfe of Calendar : But the day before, 
fhe was advertifed that there were ambufhes 
laid in the way for intercepting her; for 
which purpofe Murray was flationed at 


Loch- 
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Lochlevin, Argyle at Caftle-Campbell, and 
the Duke of Chaffelherault at Kinneil, The 
Queen therefore caufed the Earl of Athol 
and the Lord Ruthven, to aflemble fuddenly 
about three hundred men, to accompany her, 
and taking her journey at five o’clock in 
the morning, fhe rode full fpeed to the 
Queensferry, and thus fruftrated their defigns 
at that time, which neverthelefs they contt- 
nued to purfue in another manner. 

This confpiracy is no dubious matter ; it 
is acknowledged and attefted by moft of the 
nobility and clergy of Scotland, and among 
them, by three, who were either of the num- 
ber of the primary confpirators, or joined 
with them, to wit, the Earl of 4rgyle him- 
felf, the Earl of Rothes, and Lord Boyd, as 
‘has been faid already 2 ; they add, that many 
who were in counfel with Murray, and 
drawn in ignorantly, could then teftify it >; 
but to pretend ignorance as an excufe for 
themf{elves in an affair of this nature, is a very 
lame apology; yet was it impoflible to ak 
ledge a better. 

The Englifh refident Randolph, who ated 
in concert with the confpirators, writes upon 
the fourthday of uly, ‘ thatthe Duke and 
« the Earls of Argyle and Murray had made 

og a band 
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‘a band.to defend each other, and to affitt 
¢ each other in lawful caufes.? Such bands 
are feldom made but for unlawful caufes; 
and that it was not otherwife in this cafe, Ran- 
dolph knew well, although perhaps he did 
not, at that time, know the whole articles of 
their band ; for he had acquainted Ceci/, up- 
on the fecond of Zuly +, of a conference that 
he had with Murray fome time before, by 
which it is plain, that they had engaged to 
rife in open rebellion. ‘ With my Lord of 
‘ Murray, fays he, I have lately fpoken. He 
“is grieved to fee thefe extreme follies in his 
‘ Sovereign ! He lamenteth the ftate of this 
‘country, that tendeth to utter ruin! He 
‘feareth that the nobility fhall be forced to 
affemble themfelves together, to do her ho- 
nour and reverence, as they are in duty 
bound, but at the fame time, to provide 
‘for the. ftate, that it do not utterly pe- 
rifh ; the whole country being now broken, 
and every man living in fuch difcontent- 
ment, asthey do. ‘The Duke, the Earl of 
Argyle andhe concur in this device: Ma- 
ny others are like to join them in the fame, 
What will enfue let wife men judge: I can 
think but little good to thofe that are the 
chief occafion of thefe great alterations that 
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‘lately are come amongit us, Moe Lo 
wards the End of this fame letter, he tells 
that he was asked the queftion, ¢ Whether 
‘ the Englifh would receive Lenox and ‘Darn- 
« ly, if they fhould be delivered to them at* 
‘ Berwick? And that his anfwer was, That 
‘ they neither could nor would refufe their 
‘own in what fort foever they came to them.’ 
Which was but coldly anfwered. I would 
feem that Randolph’s choice was to have 
them delivered dead, rather than alive ; for 
he knew that their death, at leaft the young 
man’s, was proje@ed a month before this; 
for upon the third of Fune he exprefles him- 
{elf in thefe words2: ‘ David now worketh 
‘all, andis the only governor to the King. 
‘ The hatred towards the King and his family 
‘is very great; his pride in words intole- 
‘rable. People have fmall joy in this their 
‘ new mafter, and find nothing but that God, 
‘ mutt find him a fhort end, or them a mi- 
‘ {erable life. The dangers of thefe he now 
‘hateth are great: But they find fome fup- 
¢ port, that what he intendeth to others, may 
‘light upon himfelf. ’ 

9 92 In 


a Tbid.p. 298. I find fome variations betwixt this 
copy, and one publifhed by Bp. Keith, hift. p. 282. 1 
cannot affirm for a certainty which of them is molt cor- 
xe ; but I have given mine precifely as I gotit, as, no 
doubt, he did alfo, 
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In another of his letters he informed Cec?/, 
Q. Elizabeth's fecretary, that thefe confede- 
ates had appointed divers of their number to 
fet upon ‘Darnl/y after his marriage, who were 
either to kill him, or die themfelves; and that 
if Q. Elizabeth would affift them, they made 
no doubt but that they fhould be able to 
chafe their own Sovereign Queen into Exg- 
land. Bp. Keith hath already publifhed an 
abftract of this letter, and there is another 
abftrac&t of it in the Cottonian library 2, in 
thefe words, as it was tranfmitted to me: 
* September 3, 'The Lords were forced from 
‘ Edinburgh. From Hamilton, they are gone 
‘to ‘Drumlanrig, whofe Lord taketh part 
€ with them: From thence either to ‘Drum- 
« fries or Carlifle. The Queen fufpe&s Mor- 
‘ton ; yet hath he not wit to leave her. She 
« weareth a piftol charged, when in the field; 
‘and of all hér troops, her husband only 
«has gilt armour. Divers of the other fide 
‘ are appointed to fet. upon the Queen’s hus- 
€ band, and either kill him, or die themfelves. 
‘They expedct relief of more money from 
‘ England : Much promifed, but little re- 
* ceived as yet. If her Majeity will now help 
¢ them, they doubt not but one country will 
€ receive both the Queens,’ . 


Thus 


@Calig. B. 10. fol. 335. 
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Thus it is as clear as needs be, that the 
murder of the King, the imprifoning the 
Queen in Lochlevin, the chafing her into 
England, and Murray’s taking the govern- 
ment upon him, were matters all devifed, a- 
greed on, and communicated to the Englifh 
Queen and her minifters, about eighteen 
months or upwards, before any of them took 
effet: Andthey failed not at laft to accom- 
plith every article of them. | 

Richard Bannatyne, one who had been a- 
manuenfis to Fobn Knox, and was appointed 
by the General Affembly of the kirk, in 
March 1573, to draw up in order the pa- 
pers and fcrolls that Avox had left behind 
him, for the continuation of his hiftory, nar- 
rates, in that continuation, a ftory about 
‘Knox’s having joined in the band, or covenant, 
that was entered into for murdering ‘Darzly. 
‘Mr. Robert Hamilton, fays he, minifter of 
‘ St. Andrews, had fpread abroad, and told 
‘to fundries, that Mr. Know was as great a 
‘murderer as any Hamilton in Scotland, if 
‘ all things were well tried; and therefore 
‘fhould not cry out fo faft againft murder= 
¢ers: For, faidMr. Robert, he had fubfcrib- 
¢ ed to the death or flaughter of the Queen’s 
¢ husband, the Lord ‘Darnly,with my Lord of 
¢ Murray ; which fhould have been done in 
© St. Fohnfton, ,Thele words Mr. Fames Ha- 
oe milton 
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¢ milton declared to me,being Mir. Knox's fer 
<yant; and alfo faid, that the faid Mr. Ro- 


¢ bert bad divers times {poken the fame unto 


‘him, and to one called Mr. Hohn Carnegie, 
‘another Regent at that time in the new 
‘College of St. Andrews. Which words, 
‘when I heard, I faid, I could not of any 
¢ honour conceal the fame, but would avow 
‘himto be the fpeaker thereof to me; and 
‘ willed him not to go back therewith. 

‘ After that I had declared the words to 
‘my mafter, he wrote to Mr. Rodert in this 
¢ manner, being evil at eafe for the time. 


There is nothing fo feeret but it foall ce re- 


vealed. 


‘Because the inability of my body is fuch, 
‘I may not do the thing which otherwife I 
‘ gladly would, I write unto you, not without 
‘ pain, thefe few words, defiring to be refol- 
‘ ved, whether that ye have affirmed-to one 
‘or moe, that ye have feen my fubfcription 
‘ and confent to the murder of Lord Darnly, 
‘ Of your own confcience and knowledge ye 
‘yourfelf can beft teftify. I crave your 
f anfwer affirmative or negative. 


Subfcribed Juone Knox. 


§ Which 
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© Which I delivered the xv. of November, 


‘in anno 1571, and required his anfwer. But 
‘his. fhifting words, fpoken to me, might 
‘have made any man fufficiently believe, 
that he had fpoken the fame. But’ af- 
ter long talk, he willed me to give this an- 
‘fwer, That he needed not to have written 
unto him ; for if he would have fent the 
‘ the leaft boy'to his houfe, he fhould have 
‘ come to him, ‘to fatisfy him : which words 
I reported again. 

‘ Thereafter my mafter fhewed the matter 
to the Rector Mr. Hohn Douglas, now made 
‘ bifhop, and to Mr. Hohn Rutherford, defir- 
‘ing them to {peak to Mr. Rodert to fatisfy 
‘ this flander, or elfe to abide by it, or if he 
would not, that he would complain to the 
kirk. Thereafter came faid Mr. Robert, 
and talked with my mafter. What it was, I 
know not; but when I came in upon them, 
my mafter willed me to fhew him that I 
“told him it ; which I confeffed, and fhewed 
‘ who {pake the fame to me: Which when I 
‘heard, [faid, I could not, neither of hone- 
‘ fty, nor honour, conceal the fame ; adding 
‘ further, that if 1 knew my mafter to be fuch 
‘aman, I would not ferve him for all the 
‘ gear in St. Andrews. 

_€ Then the trial of the matter was referred 
‘tome Kichard Bannantyne, by command of 
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‘my mafter; whereof I thought Mr. Re- 
‘ bert had little will, or none at all. After 
‘ finding opportunity, I confronted the faid 
‘Mr. Zames and Mr. Robert together * * * 
‘ which he denied: But the other affirmed in 
‘ his face to be moft true, that he had fo 
‘ fpoken, not only unto him, but alfo unte 
‘Mr. Sohn Carnegie, to bring Mr. Kzox in 
« hatred and difdain. Mr. Rodert faid he fhould 
‘caufe the other repent his fpeaking, and 
‘that he fhould have him before the kirk, 
‘to make theamends, Then I faid, if ye be 
‘ innocent, and have not {poken it, ye willdo 
‘fo: but if that be not done, it may eafily be 
‘known that ye have fpoken the fame. But 
‘there was no more of it, excepting that he 
‘ faid he fhould caufe Mr. fames repent it; 
« which he and the reft of the Hami/tons did 
‘what they could, tillat length he was cam- 
¢ pelled to leave the College. Others mock- 
‘ed him, calling him Knowx’s bird, with fuch 
‘ other taunts. God grant them repenting 
‘hearts, to acknowledge their defpite which 
‘they have againft that poor man, becaufe 


‘he hada favour to Mr. Kzox.’ 


From this fimple narrative, it isto be ob- 
ferved, that altho’ in our days, this horrid 
confpiracy, which was formed while the 
Queen wasat Perth, is little known, it has 
been pretty well known formerly. None of 

the 


of King Henry Darnly. OTE 
the parties concerned in this rencounter, do 
either deny, or call in queftion that there was 
fuch a confpiracy at that time, into which the 
Earl of Murray and his affociates entered, 
and tnat by fubfcription too: On the con- 
trary, they all talk of it, as a known un- 
controverted matter of fa&. And Kuox’s 
waving all profecution, and hufhing up the 
bufinefs, by referring the care and enquiry a- 
dout it to this filly fellow his fervant, is more 
than a tacit acknowledgment that he was on 
that plot, and a fubfcriber. It was not to be 
expected that Know would willingly incur the 
pains of high treafon, by acknowledging a thing 
of this nature. No! even Hamilton durft not 
avow publickly that he faw the deed, with 
the fubf{criptions, for to have feen it, and con- 
cealed it, was treafontoo: But no man who 
is tolerably acquainted with Kzox’s temper, 
writings and aétions, will believe that he 


would have dropt the matter fo, had he been 
innocent, 
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CHA P.. VIL. 


The Behaviour of the Confpirators 
pon their Difappointment at the 
Kirk of Baith. 


HE Queen. and Lord Darnly . having 

efcaped the ambufcade which was: laid 

for them at the kirk of Bath *, upon the 

firt Day of Fuly, and the plot taken air ; 
| the confpirators, to put fome face upon the 
| matter, began to turn the cannon, and to 
proclaim that Darnly, in the back gallery of 

the Queen’s lodging in Perth, had deviled to 

murder Murray: And this. was confidently 

affirmed by the Earl of Argyle, and by Maur. 

ray himfelf.. Had sit even been fo, little 

would it have juttified them, who had entred 

into a combination againft him and the Queen 

too, near three months before he came to 

Perth >, But as it was moft falfe, and very 

flanderous upon ‘Darn/ly, and even prejudici- 

al to the Queen herfelf; Mr. Hohn Hay her 

Majefty’s mafter of requefts, and Mr. Rodert 

Hh Crichton her advocate, were fent by the prt 
| vy council to thefe two Earls, upon the xvil. 


day 
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® Append. p. 358. Bp. Keith’s hift. p. 291. 
» Letter from Randolph, idid. p. 272. 
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day of uly, « to command and charge them, 
‘in the Queen’s name, upon their allegiance, 
‘and as they would declare themfelves faith- 
* ful fubje&s and noblemen, to declare, plain- 
‘ ly, and uprightly, the words and bruit made 
“to them of faid alledged confpiracy; the 
‘form and manner of it, and the name of 
‘the reporter: And that they fhould put 
‘their declaration in writing, and fubfcribe it 
‘ with their hands, and fendit by the mafter 
‘ of requefts and advocate to her Majefty: 
¢ Certifying them, that if they fhould delay, 
‘ or in anyway conceal the fimple truth of 
‘the matter, to. the effe@ that it might 
‘be brought to a clear trial, that her Maje- 
€ {ty would think no otherways of them, but 
‘that they themfelves had feigned and in- 
'€ yented that bruit and tale, out of their own 
‘ heads.’ | 

But this could not be done. Murray affirme 
ed, ‘ that he was content to come to her Ma- 
‘ jefty for declaration of the truth of the report 
‘ made to him, as to the alledged confpiracy 
‘ of his flanghter in St. Fobn/fton, provided he 
‘ might be affured of his life:? Than which 
there could be no greater juggling or trifling. 
For, if he had any fufpicion that his life was in 
danger if he fhould come to the Queen, why 
fhould. he offer to come? He had only been 
required to fend a true account of the report 
hh 2 of 
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of the device to murder him,’ the form and 
manner of it, and the reporter’sname ;' in 
which furely there could be nokind of dan- 
ger. And who'can doubt but that he would 
have done this, if he could, or if there had 
been the leaft grain of truth im thé ftory ? 
However, to cut off this pretence alfo, the 
Queen and council, ‘with a gréat ‘convention 
of the nobility, ‘upon the xix. day of Fully, 
fent him a very ample ‘ affurance for his life, 
‘ and that he fhould be free from all bodily 
‘harm: That neither he, nor any of his 
‘ company fhould be molefted, or in any fort 
‘ grieved, or troubled, in bodies or’ goods, 
‘in their coming and repairing towards 
‘her Majefty, remaining or departing, 
‘ and while he and they fhould be returned 
* to the fame place from whence they came, 
‘in full liberty, at their pleafure «.?. Along 
with this affurance the Queen fent a charge 
by an officer of arms, that he fhould make 
his appearance before her within three days 
after he fhould receive it, 

But this condefcenfion availed nothing : 
Murray had nothing to fay for himfelf ; But he 
caufed the Lord Erskine and Sir Fohn Maxwell 
to acquaint the Queen, ‘ how ardent his defire 
* was to declare the due obedience which he 

* owed 


@ Aéts of privy council, which may be feen printed in 
the appendix to Bp. Keith’s hilt, p. 106—— 119, 


of King Henry Darnly. ory 
* owed to her Majefty; and for difcharging 
‘ of himfelf of fuch bruites as had been re- 
* ported by him, with regard to the alledged 
‘ confpiracy of his flaughter ? Upon this a 
new affurance was fent to him, upon the 28th 
day of uly, the day before her marriage 
with Darnly, which ferved to no manner of 
purpofe; for Murray’s plot was only to 
drive away time, till he and his affociates 
fhould be in readinefs to appear in arms a- 
gainft the Queen and her husband. They 
chad already made application to Queen Eli. 
zabeth for money, to enable them to carry on 
their rebellion. On the fourth day of Fuly, 
immediately after difappointment in their 
plot for flaying Darnly and feizing the Queen, 
they had made Randolph write to Cecil, ¢ that 
left they fhould feem to defire any fuch fum, 
* as the greatnefs thereof fhould feem a burden 
‘ to her Majefty, and that way difcourage her 
“ altogether from doing any thing at all ; they 
“thought, that if her majefty would beftow 
‘ only three thoufand pounds Sterling, for that 
* year, (except fome force were brought in 
* againft them) thar they fhould be able very 
* well to bring this realm in reft and quiet- 
* nefs ; and the money to be beftowed as they 
* would anfwer to God, as fhould be moft 
* apparent to the well of both the countries, 
* and furtherance of thefe two principal cau- 
; ‘ {es 
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‘fes religion and amity with England], m 
the defence of which they promife, AND 
HAVE SWORN, to adventure their bodies, 


and {pend their goods, to the uttermoft of 
> 


a“ 


~ 


~ 


A 


their powers 
Q. Elizabeth animated them by a letter 
the roth of that month, < that fo long as they 
intended nothing~but the maintenance of 
true religion, to the honour of God, . and 
confequently upholditheir Sovereign’s eltate, 
and did alfo nourith .the amity beween 
the two realms, fhe fhould. allow them, 
and fo efteem of them, as in all juft and ho- 
nourable caufes they fhould find her. to re- 
‘ gard their flate and: continuance. De: 
firing Randolph to affure them, ‘* that they 
é< doing their duty, if by malice, or practice, 
« they fhould be forced to any inconveniency, 
«« they fhould not find Jack in her, to regard 
“< them in their truth! 
Encouraged by thefe hints and promifes, 
and having received money from Lxgland, 
the rebels, who had hitherto lurked in {mall 
parties, in different places, began to affemble 
themfelves together, and then broke out in 
open and avowed rebellion. . The Queen 
raifed forces alfo; the Earl of Bothwell the 
called home, and the Lord Gordon fhe re- 
lieved out of prifon, upon fureties given, in 


order.to be reftor’d to his father’s eftate, and 
that 
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that fhe might have the affiftance of thefe two 
againft her moft ungrateful and truly unna- 
tural rebels and traitors. She marched out 
herfelf at:the head of her army, about the 
26th day of Auguf?, to purfue them. When 
fhe was come to St. Andrews, there came to 
her hands a very imperious letter from thefe 
rebels, of which no better account is to be 
had than from the proclamation made in the 
King and Queen’s name, upon their receiving 
it: vz. * That asin this uproar lately raifed up 
‘ againft us, by certain of our rebels and their 
‘ affifters, the authors thereof, to feel the eyes 
‘ of the fimple people, have given them to un- 
‘ derftand, that the quarrel which they had in 
‘hand was only religion, thinking with that 
¢cloke, to cover their other ungodly defigns ; 
“and:fo, under pretence of that plaufible ar- 
‘gument, to draw after them a large tail of 
‘ignorant -perfons, eafily to be feduced : 


-« Now, for prefervation cf our good fubjects, 


¢ whofe cafe were to be pitied, ifthey blind- 
“ly fhould be fuffered to be entrapped in fo 
¢ dangerous a fnare, it hath pleafed the goodnefs 
« of God, by the utterance of their own mouths 
‘and writings to us, to difcover the poifon 
«that before lay hid in their hearts ; albeit to 
‘ all perfons of clear judgment, the fame was 
evident enough before. For what other 
‘thing might move the principal raifers of 
this 
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«this tumult, to put themfelves in arms a» 
‘oainftus, fo unnaturally, upon whom we 
‘had beftowed fo many benefits, but that the 
‘great honour we did unto, them, they be: 
‘ing thereof moft unworthy, made them to 
‘ misknow themfelves? And that their infati- 
‘able ambition could not be fatisfied with 
¢‘ heaping riches upon riches, and honour up- 
‘on honour, unlefs they might receive in 
«their hands us, and our whole realm, to be 
‘led, ufed, and difpofed, at their pleafure ? 
¢ But this could not the multitude have per- 
«ceived, if God, for difclofing of their hypo- 
‘crify, had not compelled them to utter 
‘their unreafonable defire to govern. For 
«now, by letters fent from themfelves to us, 
«they make plain profeflion, That the efta- 
¢ blifbing religion will not content them ; but 
‘ we muft perforce be governed by fuch coun: 
‘ cil as ball pleafe them, to appoint unto use 
¢ A thing fo far beyond all meafure, that we 
«think the only mention of fo unreafonable 
«4 demand, is fufficient to make their near-« 
¢ ef kinsfolk their moft mortal enemies, and 
«all mento, run on them, without further 
‘{cruple, that are zealous to have their na- 
‘ tive country to remain ftill in the ftate of a 
‘ kingdom. 

¢ For what elfe is this, but to diflolve the 
‘ whole policy, and, in a manner, to invert 
‘ the 
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Mithe very order of nature?) to make“the 
«Prince obey, and the fubjeéts to command! 
-¢ the like was never demanded of any of our 
* moft noble progenitors heretofore = Yea, 
€yot of Governors nor Regents, but the 
« Princes,or fuch as occupied their place, ever 
© choofe their council of fuch as they thought 
4moft fit for the purpofe. 
¢ When we ourfelves were of lefs age, and 
‘eat our firft arrival in’ our realm, we had 
© free choice of our council, at our pleafure : 
¢ And now, when we are at our full majori- 
«ty, fhall we brought back to the {tate of pu- 
‘ pils and minors ? or be put under tute- 
«lage? 
© So long as fome of them bore the whole 
‘{wing with us .themfelves, this matter 
¢ was never called in queftion: But now, 
¢ when they cannot be longer permitted to 
¢ do, and undo, all things at their appetite, 
‘ they will put a bridle in our mouths, and 
‘ive us a council chofen after their  fan- 
* tafly. 
‘This is the quarrel of RELIGION, 
‘which they’ made you believe they had in 
é hand! "This is the quarrel for which they 
¢ would have you to hazard your lives, lands, 
‘and goods, in company of certain rebels, 
¢ againft your ,natural princes! To {peak it 
‘in good language, they would ve KINGS 
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‘ themfelves ; or atthe leaft, leaving to us'the 
‘bare name and title, take to themfelves the 
‘whole ufe and adminiftration of the king- 
« dom, 

‘We have thought good to make publi- 
‘ cation hereof unto you, to the end ye fuf- 
‘fer not yourfelves to be deceived, under 
‘ pretence of religion, to follow them, who, 
‘ preferring their particular advancement to 
‘ the publick tranquillity, and having no-care 
‘ of you, in refpec of themfelves, would, if 
‘ ye will hearken to their voice, draw you af- 
‘ter them, to your utter deftru@ion, Affur- 
‘ing you, that, as you have heretofore had 
* good experience of our clemency, and un- 
“der our wings enjoyed in peace the poflef- 
‘ fion of your own goods, and lived at liberty 
‘ of your confcience ; fo may ye be in full af 
‘ farance of the like hereafter, and have ug 
‘ always your good and loving Princes, fo 
many as fhall contain yourfelves in due o- 
* bedience, and do the office of faithful and 
“natural fubje&s, Given under our fignet, 
‘and fubfcribed with our hands, at St...4p- 
‘ drews the third 2 day of September, and 
‘ of our reign the firft and xxiii, years. 


é 


After 


* It is fo written in the council book ; but it would 
feem that it ought to have been of the fame date with the 
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» After this the Queen returned by Dundee, 
taking fureties and bands from divers perfons 
for keeping the peace ; and being informed 
that the rebels had come to Edinburgh, fhe 
came thither alfo ; but they had been forced 
from that city long before her coming, and 
had gone to Lanerk and Hamilton, and after 
that to Dumfries, to which place fhe purfued 
them, and chafed them into Ezgland, about 
the 8th day of Odtoder. 


C HAP. / VOL 


By what means the Earl of Murray 
got hooting again im Scotland. 


Frer Murray and his affociates were dri- 
ven out and banifhed, perceiving that 
they had not fufficient {trength to cope with 
the Queen, they had recourfe to ftrata- 
gem : And they and their favourers unhappi- 
ly fell upon a method to difturb all her af 
fairs, by means of one of whom it was not to 
have been expected, even by the weaknefs 
and rafhnefs of her own husband. 
_. The Queen had already. done him all the 
honours that lay in her power. She reftored 
his father to his Earldom, and had created 
$32 himfelf 
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himfelf Earl of Rofs and’ Dike of Albany : 


Yea, by the ‘confent of a convention of the 
three eftates, fhe had married him, and given 
him the title of King, ordaining, * That all 
‘ Jetters to be direéted after. the marriage, and 
¢ during the continuance theréof, fhould be 
‘in his name and her name, as King and 
¢ Queen of Scotland conjunély. All ho- 
nour, fays Randolph *, that may be <attri- 
¢ buted unto any man By a vines he hath 
¢it wholly and fully. All praife that 
¢may be f{poken of him, he laketh not 
© from herfelf. “All digihities that fhe can 
‘endow him with, are already given and 
‘granted. .No man pleafeth her. that con- 
‘tenteth not him, And what may Ij fay 
‘ more ? She hath given over unto him her 
¢ whole will, to be ‘ruled and guided as him- 
«felf bet liketh.” She can as ‘much preyail 
‘with him’ in any thing ‘that ‘is again{t his 
‘will, as ‘your Tord iit may with me, to 
¢ perfuade that I fhould hang ‘my felf. "This 
‘ Jaft dignity, out of hand,’ to have him pro- 
¢ cldinted king, ‘fhe would have had deferred 
until it were agreed by parliament, or till 
‘he himfelf had been twenty one years of 
age, that things done in his name might 
¢ have the better authority. He would in no 

‘cafe 
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Cotton. Libr. Cal. B. 9. fol. 218. 
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éeafé have it deferred’ one’ day } and either 
“now or never,’ ° Of 79 
. This; by the bye, fhews how uncautious 
the forgers of the pretended letters to Both= 
well have been, for in them'this‘King Henry 
is. reprefented as the moft humble and com- 
plaifant husband to his Queen that ever was 
in the world 2, It ought’ to have been fo 
indeed : But the dire& contrary is ‘certain, 
not only’ from this letter, but from many o- 
ther documents, fome of which hall appear 
immediately. ° 
The Earl of Murray, and all his accompli- 
ces in the rebellion, being driven out of the 
kingdom; and moft juftly declared fugitives, 
the young King thought there could be no 
further danger ; and that: there remained no- 
thing ‘now to ‘be: done, .but that he fhould 
aggrandize’ himfelfas much as poflibly could 
be done ; and therefore wanted to get the ma- 
trimonial:crown, that is, to be crowned as king 
‘during the marriage,without delay. This was'a 
thing that could not be done’ regularly, or effes 
ually without confent of parliament, and on 
or before the firft day of December,the parlia: 
ment had been appointed to meet,upon the Ath 
day of February next to. come Mpuxvi.. in 
swhich this matter was to have been treated, and 
the rebels, his-enemies, who caufelefly fought 


| hig 
© & BpeKeith’s hilt. p. 328, 329: 


A pe 


: = SS a ? 
Oot hf gtd ee a CCM AEE orate hp Baden ne : 


22.4. Laguiry into the Marder 

his life, were to have been forfeited ; and this 
Was a proper time. But that meeting: of the’ 
parliament was) prorogued till the 7th day 
of April, as is moft ufual in fuch cafes; for it 
is well known that parliaments feldom aflemble 
upon the day firft appointed; but fometimes 
after two of three confecutive prorogations, 
This delay however raifed the young King’s 
choler to a very high degree:, "There were 
at court, and on the privy council, fome 
traitors, who were inthe intereft of the bas 
nifhed rebels, and at the devotion of the 
Queen of England and her ¢ourt ; -more par- 
ticularly Hames Douglas Earl of Morton, and 
Patrick Lord Ruthvea. Ofthe fame number 
were Patrick Lord: Lindfay,.a forward ins 
confiderate man, and divers: others of lefe 
note. ‘hefe men, -efpecially the two firft 
named, perceiving the King to’ ftomach this 
difappointment, began to lament -his bad u- 
fage.. What pity it.was that fuch ai graceful 
hopeful prince, fhould be, thus © thwarted 
to his) juft defigns!,. And fuich a husband 
tobe ina kind of fubjeétion and, dependency 
upon his wife, was againft the order of natures 
for fhe in all: things ought to be fubfervient 
and obedient to her husband’s will and incli- 
nation. This could be owing to nothing but 
the finifter advices of her new evil counfellors: 
fuch as the Earls of Huntly, Bothwell and 
3 Athole, 
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Athole, with the Lords Fleming and Living- 


fion, Sir Fames Balfour, and David Rizio her 
fecretary for her affairs in France. Unlef& 


_.thefe people be taken out of the way, there 
| were {mall hopes that he would foon attain 


to that which he fo much defired and defer- 
ved, But had he been fo fortunate as to have 
had the Earls of Murray, Argile, and Rothes 
on the council, a man of his defert had not 


been fo flightingly fet by or put of Thefe 


were the men, who had the welfare of their 
_ mative country at heart! men truly religious! 


fincere lovers of juftice and equity ! and who 
paid always. due regard to virtue and true 
merit ! But the reft ftudied nothing, but their 
own preferment and private interefts. A very 
Jamentable cafe ! But what remedy ? 

By thefe and the like falfe and treacherous 
affertions and infinuations, the King being 
blinded with ambition, was feduced. He be- 
gan to liften to their propofals, and even his 
father Lenox entered into their meafures. 
Murray in a ftate of perfe& defperation, had 
ufed all the intereft that could be thought éf 
with every perfon that could be fuppofed to 
have the leaft influence to prevent his for- 
feiture, from the Englifh Queen Elizabeth, 
down to ‘David Rizio, Queen Mary’s fecre- 
tary for her foreign affairs; but all in vain 
tll Darnly, whom of all men he moft hated, 


took 


a iis om : ERD FeO OO 
Se ih mney vette wines z 


eo _ — a ms ee . 


ea ie Smee a 


226 Inquiry into the Murder 

cook up this» frozen viper. to! warn it in his 
bofom,’ who, in all human probability, muft 
otherwife have. perifhed, or‘ pined\ away in 
mifery: By: which means he procured hini- 
{elfito be murdered, his father to be flain, his 


-mother to be’ poifoned ‘#, and his matchlefs 


Queen to be murdered’: Only his fon, then 


‘unborn, narrowly efcaped-deftru@ion : But 
“the influence of this fingle>a& “extended 


itfelf much further even to the murdér — of 
his grandfon, ‘and the dethroning and exil- 


‘ing his great orandchildren ‘and~ pofterity. 
“The treafonable and wicked ‘confederacy, or 
‘covenant, into’ which they entered upon this 
“occafion, was as follows >: 


Certain 


@ Upon her being reconciled to Queen Mary, and per- 


eeiving how. fhe ,had been grofly impofed. upon by the 


Enolifh court in relation to Q. MARy’s actions, fhe was 


oifoned by-the Ear!’ of Leicefter, Q. Elizabeth’s Minion., 
p y . 


b Cotton. Libr. Cal. B. 9. fol. 298. & alibi. This co- 
py is more full and complete than that “in the fame 
library. Fulius F.90. publifhed by Bp. Keith, Append. 
p.. 120, 
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bs ‘ridin ARTICLES tobe fulfilled by 
James Earl of Murray, ARCHIBALD Earl 
of Argyle, ANpDREw Earl of Rothes, Ro- 
BERT Lord Boyd, Anprew Lord Ochil- 
tree, and their Accomplices, to the noble and 
mighty Prince HENRY King of Scot- 
land, Husband to our fovereign Lady. 
Which articles the faid perfons do offer 
with the greateft humility, lowlinefs and fer- 
vice to the faid noble Prince : For whom to 
God they pray ! 


In primis; The faid Earls, Lords, and 
their Accomplices fhall become, and, by the 
tenor hereof, do become true fubjects, mens 
and faithful fervants to the noble and mighty 
Prince Henry by the grace of Gop, King of 
Scotland, and husband to our fovereign Lady; 
that they, and all others who will do for 
them, fhall take a leel part in truth with the 
faid Prince, in all his affairs, caufes and 
quarrels AGAINST WHOMSOEVER IT BE, 
to the uttermoft of their powers; and fhall be 
friends to his friends, and enemies to his 
enemies; and neither {pare their lives, lands, 
goods or pofleflions. 

Il. Liem, The faid Earls, Lords, and their 
accomplices, fhall, at the firft Parliament, or 
k kk othe 
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other parliaments that fhall happen to be, 
after their returning within this realm, by 
themfelves, and others, that have voice in 
parliament, confent, and by thefe prefents do 
confent, how as then, and then as now,to grant 
and give the crown matrimonial to the faid 
noble Prince, for all the days of his life.- And 
ifany perfon or perfons, do withftand or gain- 
fay the fame, the faid Earls, Lords, and their 
accomplices, fhall take fuch part as the faid 
noble Prince takes, in what fort foever it be, 
for obtaining of the faid crown, again/? all 
and whofoever that live or die may ; as thall 
beft pleafe the faid noble Prince. 

Ill. Ztem The faid Earls, Lords, and their 
acc sid slices, fhall enh and maintain the faid 
noble Prince, in his juft title to the crown of 
Scotland, failing of fucceflion of our fovereigh 
Lady; and fall juftify and fet forward the 
fame at their uttermoft power. And if any 
manner of perfon will ufurp, or gainfay the 
faid juft title, the faid Earls, Lords, and their 
accomplices, fhall maintain, defend, and fet 
Torte the fame, as beft fhall pleafe the 
the faid noble Prince, without fear of life, or 
Rah : And fhall feek and purfue them that 
ufurp, as fhall pleafe the faid noble Prince 
to command ; to ewtirpate them out of the 
realm of Scotland, or TAKE AND SLAY 
THEM. 


LY, 
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IV. Item, As to the religion which was efta- 
| blifhed by the Queen’s Majefty, our fove- 
| reign Lady, fhortly after her arrival in this 
| realm, whereupon aéts and proclamations 
| were made, and now again granted by the an 
| faid noble Prince to the {aid Earls, Lords, and ae 
| their accomplices ; they and every one of ul 
them, fhall maintain and fortify the fame, at 
their uttermoft power, and by the help, fup- 
port and maintenance of the faid noble Prince. 
And if any perfon or perfons will gainfay the 
| fame, or any part thereof, or begin to make 
any troubles, tumult or uprcear for the fames 
the faid Earls, Lords and their accomplices 
fhall take afald, true and plain part with the 
{aid noble Prince, againft the faid contemners, 
or ufurpers, at their uttermoff. 

V. Item, As they are become true fubjects, 
men, and fervants to the faid noble Prinee, fo 
fhall they be leel and true to his Majefty, as 
it becometh true fubjeéts to their own natural 

Prince; and, as true and faithful fervants, 
ferve their good matter, with their bodies, 
goods, lands and poffeflions ; and fhall net 
ther {pare life nor death in fetting forward 
all things that may be to the advancement 

and honour of their noble Prince. a 

VI. Item, The faid Earls, Lords and their ah 
accomplices fhall labour at the Queen of 

England’s hands, for the relief of the faid 
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Prince’s mother and brother, by themfelves, 
and fuch others as they may procure, to the 
uttermoft of their powers, that they may be 
relieved out of ward, to remain in England 
freely, or to repair into Scotland, as they 
Shall think moft expedient, without let or 
impediment to herfelf, her fon, their fervants 
or moveables, 

VII. Stem, The faid Earls, Lords, and 
their accomplices, fhall labour by themfelves, 
and others that will do for them, at the 
Queen of Exgland’s hands, that the faid 
noble Prince may have her kindnefs, good. 
will and affiftance in all his Majefty’s honour- 
able and juft caufes, againft whatfoever fos 
reign prince who fhall moleft or vex him, 


Buchanan, Melvill and Spottifwood are ve- 
ry full in praife of Murray, for piety, mode- 
ration and other virtues; But this’ paper- 
fhews his true chara€@er. No man who had 
the leaft humanity about him, would have 
engaged to murder innocent people in cold 
blood, as he and his aflociates do here. 

In return for all thefe mighty promifes and 
takings, the young King came under 
he following obligations to thefe rebels : 


+ 


t 
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Certain ARTICLES to be fulfilled by 
the noble and mighty Prince Henry King 
of Scotland, husband to our fovereign Lady, 
of his Majefty’s mere mercy, clemency and 
good-will, to Jamus Earl of Murray, Ar- 
cHIBALD Earl of Argyle, ALEXANDER 
Earl of Glencairn, ANDREW Earl of Ro- 
thes, Rosert Lord Boyd, Anprew Lord 
Stewart of Ochiltree, and certain others 
remaining in England, 


1 FIRST, The faid noble Prince 
fhall do his good-will to obtain to them a re- 
miffion, if they require the fame, for all faults, 
or crimes, bypaft, of whatever quality or con- 
dition they be : And if that cannot be obtain- 
ed at the firft time, he fhall perfevere in {uit- 
ing of the fame, until it be obtained ; and at 
the laft, fhall give them a free remiflion for 


all crimes, fo foon as we are placed, by their 


help and fupply, to the crown matrimonial s 
And, in the mean time, fhall ftop and make im- 
pediment, fo much as lieth in us, that they 
be not called nor accufed for whatever 
crime: And prefently freely remit and for- 
give the aforefaid Earls, Lords and their ac- 
complices, all crimes committed againit us, 
of whatfoever quality or condition they 
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be; anddo bury and put the fame in oblivi- 
on, asthey had never been; and fhall receive 
them, at their returning, thankfully, and 
with heartinefs, as others our tre and faith- 
ful fubjects. 

Il. Ltem, We fhall not fuffer, by our good 
wills, the aforefaid Earls, Lords, and their 
accomplices to be called, or accufed in par- 
liament, nor fuffer any forfeiture to be led 
againft them, but fhall {top the fame, to our 
uttermoft power. And if any perfon or per- 
fons pretend otherwife, we fhall neither con- 
fent to the. holding of the parliament, nor 
yet fhall grant to their forfeiture willingly, 
but fhall lett » the fame to our uttermoft 
yower, as faid is, 

TIl. Ztem, That the faid Earls, Lords, and 
their accomplices, returning within the realm 
of Scotland, we fhall fuffer and permit them 
to ufe and enjoy all their lands, tacks, fteed- 
ings, benefices, that they, or any of them, 
had before their pafling into Exgland. And 
if any manner of perfon do make impedi- 
ment in the peaceable enjoyment and brook= 
ing of the faid lands, fteedings, benefices, 
tacks, rooms and poffeflions, the fame being 
made known unto us, we fhall fortify and 
maintain them, to the uttermoft of our 
powers, for the obtaining of the fame. 

ly. 
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TV. Item, As to the faid Earls, Lords, 
and their accomplices religion, we are con- 
tent and confent that they ufe the fame, cons 
form to the Queen’s Majefty’s articles and 
proclamation made thereupon, fhortly after 
her highnefs’s return out of France. And if 
any perfon or perfons, pretend to make im- 
pediment thereto, or to trouble them for u- 
fing the fame, we fhall take part with the a- 
forefaid Earls, Lords, and their accomplices, at 
our uttermoft powers; and after their return- 
ing, upon their good bearing and fervices to 
be done to the faid noble Prince, fhall, by 
their advice, confent to the eftablifhing of the 
religion now profefled; and fhall concur with 
them, if any perfon do withftand them. 

V. item, We shall fortify and maintain the 
faid Earls, Lords and their accomplices, as a 
natural Prince fhould do to his true and o- 
bedient fubjects, and as a good mafter fhould 
fortify and maintain his true and natural fer- 
yants, againft whomfover, in all their juft 
caufes and quarrels. 


Tuvus undutifully did Darzly ufurp te 
himfelf the whole power and authority, tak- 
ing upon him to pardon thefe men, who had 
fo unreafonably broke out into a rebellion, 
and had confpired to murder himfelf: And not 
only was he to pardon them, but he and 


they 


aa 
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ey were to defend one another, againtt all 
who would gainfay them, not excepting the 
Queen herfelf, as fhe complains in her let- 
ters fent to the Archbilhop of Gila/gow her 
ambafladour in France +. 

But had not the Queen given fome provo* 
cation to her husband in feveral fhapes, as by 
changing the order of their fubferiptions ; fo 
that although immediately upon his mar- 
riage, fhe had appointed, that in all publick 
writings his name fhould be before her own ; 
which had. been done accordingly for fome 
time ; yet did not fhe afterwards invert the 
order, and put her own name fir? Was not 
the fame order inverted upon the coined mo- 
ney alfo?: Did fhe not caufe make an iron 
cachet, or flamp, for the King’s fubfcription, 
and give the keeping of it to David Rizio? 
Do not our hiftorians narrate all thefe things? 
And hath not Hames Ander fon verified their 
affertions, by engraving the medal that was 
{truck on occa cae of Da irnly’s marriage with 
the Queen b, on which his name hath place | De- 

ore the Queen’s name, but on all their other 
coins her name ftands foremoft? He faw alfo, 
in the Earl of Pembroke’s library, one copy of 
the acts of the parliaments of Scotland, publith- 
ed in the year 1566, with a privilege from 

Henry 


Ride Keith’s hift. p. 331. 
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| Henry and Mary, King and Queen of Scot: 


altogether: 


fand, for printing them; and in another co- 
py isa privilege by her alone; both of the 
fame date, viz. the firft of Sune 1566. Up: 
on which he makes this fhrewd obfervation 2; 
« That the edition of thefe a&s was finifhed 
¢ the 28th day of November thereafter, being 
‘ about ten weeks before King Henry’s mur- 
é der” From which his co-operators do infer, 
that the Queen not only changed the order of 
placing their names and fubfcriptions, but en: 
tirely negleé&ted him, by throwing out his name 
All thefe things are told indeed 
by fome hiftorians, who are the more naugh- 
ty men for their pains; becaufe there is not 
one fingle article amongft the whole that is 
not either altogether falfe, or quite mifrepre- 
fented: ; 

For as to the placing the Queen’s name 
before his in publick writings, the royal ar- 
chives docontain many hundreds of charters, 
donations, confirmations, &’c. to be feen re- 
corded in the books of the great and privy 
feal, among which I never could find one that 
had the Queen’s name before the King’s. Nor 
was ever the form of their fubfcriptions alter: 
ed; for by feveral original papers, to be 
feen in the fame place, and others in the up- 

11 per 
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per parliament-houfe, the exchequer, and 


elfewhere in private hands, it appears that 


the King’s fubfcription was always uniformly 


on the right hand of the Queen’s, from the 
day of his marriage to the day of his death « ; 
whether that is to fubfcribe firft or laft, let o- 
thers determine; ’tis nothing at all to the 
prefent purpofe. I have divers letters in my 
hand juft now fo fubferibed, of which one is 
an order tothe captain, conftable, and keep- 
ers of the caftle of Dunbar, to fet the Lord 
Gordon at liberty, to pafs where it fhould 
pleafe him, dated at Edinburgh the third day 
of Auguft 1565, being the fixth day after their 
marriage. Another of them is a precept di- 
re€ted to the Provoft of Edinburgh, in the 
end of March 1566, the very month in 
which the Queen had been made prifoner, 
and David Rizio murdered in her prefence ; 
it is alfo fub{cribed by them both, in the very 
fame manner as the reft : And in this it is ob- 
fervable that the fecretary, or clerk, who 
wrote it, had written over the top of it the 
word, Recina only, which is correéed, as 
it would feem by the Queen’s own hand, and 

made REx ET REGINA, 
When Hezry was not prefent, which was 
the cafe pretty often, certainly neither letters 
hor 


4 See Bp. Keith’s hilt. p. 313, 
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or charters could be fubfigned by him, nor 
g y; 


was it reafonable that all bufinefs fhould be at 
aftand, for his wilful unneceflary abfence. 
The charters however went all in the names 
of Henry and Mary King and Queen of Scot- 
land: So alfo did many of the miflive letters ; 
others of thefe that were of lefs moment, were 
fo contrived as that they might be figned el- 
ther by both, or by the Queen alone, if her 
husband was not to be found; and fome 
it behoved her to fign alone, although they 
had been written fo as to require both their 
fub{criptions: Such a one isa licence to Sir 
Simon Prefton, and his vaflals, to flay at home 
from the company that paft with the Queen 
to Fedburgh in October 15§6, becaule he 
was Provoft of Edinburgh; and therefore 
was to attend upon that office. It is dated 
at Edinburgh the vit, day of Odober, the fe- 
cond and. xxiiii years of their reigns, 1566; 
which fhews that it was defigned that both 
fhould have fub{fcribed, but the King had 
made an idle elopement, and the Queen fub- 
{cribed alone inthis unufual form, marie R. frat. 
his might do at home: But when letters 
were to be fent to Princes. or ftates abroad, 
they could not.go in both their Majeftie’s 
names, unlefs he could be got to fign them ; 
for that would have made a very mean ap- 
pearance : Hence it is that altho’ moft foreign 
lle letters 
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letters went inboth theirnames; yet are there 
fome that bear only the Queen’s name. And 
what of all this? Such letters as thefe are not 
the things meant in the proclamation, but on: 
ly writings that paft the feals, proclamations or 
thelike. She muft be a forry wife indeed, 
who may not write a letter of congratulation, 
recommendation, or even concerning other bu- 
finefs, but muft fubmic that all matters fhould 
be ftopt entirely thro’ her husband’s abfence. 
"The truth is, there was no fear that ever he 
thould incur either danger or difparagement 
by the Queen’s figning any papers without 
him ; how happy had it been oh him that he 
had heh none without her! 

As to the ftamp which sna fay was made 
to be ufed in his abfence, the Queen’s fign- 
ing fo many papers alone, almoft proves that 
there was never any fuch thing,; And had 
it been fo, it was no ftrange or uncommoy 
matter. All I fhall fay further about it is, 
that although I have feen near a hundred of 
King Henry’s fub{criptions manual, I never 
yet met with the mark of their iron ftamp. 

The privilege for printing the aéts of par: 
liament, which is printed before the firft edi- 
tion of them, in the King and Queen’s name, 
about which ‘fames -Anderfon makes his 
f{peech, hath been feen by many in Scotland, 


who never went to Pembroke’s libraty for a 


fight 
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fight of it, for other copies have it befides 


‘is Lordfhip’s, and, 1 hope, are of equal au- 


l 


| thority. His obfervation that the edition was 


finifhed only about ten weeks before the King 
was murdered, is true enough: But what 
would have been the inference, had it been 
finifhed only ten days before his murder, is 
not eafily to be comprehended. Is there 
not fome reafon to fufpeé from his dealing 
thus in dark infinuations, that he knew that 
this privilege ftood recorded in the 34th 
book of the privy-feal regifter, in both the 
King and Queen’s name: How then was the 
Queen concerned, if fome copies, by the prin- 
ter’s fault, came abroad in her name only ? 
We are confidently told indeed by others, 
that the privilege was called in, and the 
King’s name ftruck out of it. It wereto be 
wifhed that, inftead of bare confident affer- 
tions, they would for once prove fomething 
material for their purpofe. ‘This error might 
have eafily happened in the printed book, by 
the compofitor’s lazinefs, in taking up two 
or three lines of an old f{ummons or proclama- 
tion; or it might have been done of defign, 
by the fraud of the Earl of Murray their he- 
ro, or fome of his affociates, of whom not a 
few were in the commiffion for printing the 
acts, as appears by the commiffion itfelf; 
which is prefixed to them, and is erroneoufly 
printed 


a 
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printed after the very fame manner. May we 
not,yea, muft we not therefore rather conclude 
that thefe errors were committed in the print- 
ing? and thatthe privilege was amended afs 
terwards, becaufe it was not according to 
the original ? It is to be obferved, that in 
the printed copies which bear the Queen’s 
name alone, a great vacancy remained in the 
fecond page, and, according to the fafhionthat | 
obtained in thofe days, aitaaars any fuch va- 
cancy ici the printer has fhortned the 
laft lines both at beginning and end, fo as to 
i) make them form the appearance of what 
| the carpenters call a dove-tail inverted; and 
that fafhion is generally obferved through- 
out the book, where fuch vacancies happen; 
but in the copies that bear the King’s name 
alfo, that dines is not obferved, which isa 
ftronger dei that it was not done at 
the fame time with the reft of the book, than 
all that they have to fay to the contrary. 

All the money coined for current ufe du- 
ring this marriage, and appointed by autho- 
rity to have courfe at a fixed and determinate 
value, as the publick money of the kingdom, 
ae doth bear the Queen’s name before her hus- 
A band’s; but upon the medal ftruck upon the 
marriage, which was not publick money, nor 
‘done by authority (for any man may ftrike a 
medal) the King’s name is foremoft; And 
even 
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even this is an indication that it had been the 
Queen’s intention to allow his name to pre- 
cede her own upon the coin alfo; but unlucki- 
Jy the clerks who drew up the proclamations 
had only fpecified publick writings. When 
therefore upon the xxil. day of December, 
near five months after the marriage, the pri- 
vy council took into their confideration the 
bufinefs of a new coinage, of which they 
were the only judges, excepting the parlia- 
ment, finding in their own record, that writ. 
ings only had been named and appointed to 
bear the King’s name in the firft place, the 
interpreted the a& frilly; and, becaufe there 
was nothing in it about the money, they en- 
ated that the Queen’s name fhould ftand 
foremoft upon it; and in this their fingle a@, 
about the coinage, they placed the Queen’s 
name firft to avoid the appearance of incongru- 
ity that otherwife would have been betwixt the 
beginning and the middle of it *, That this 
wasthe very reafon, is evident from other two 
of their acts paft at that very meeting the 
fame day, the one before this about the coin- 
age, and the other after it; the firft of which 
begins with thefe words, The King and 
Queen's Majefties. ‘Theother thus, HEN- 
RY and MARIE, &c. In which terms all 
the 
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the reft of their a&s which are in their Soves 
reigns name do begin’ or elfe, which is to 
the fame purpofe, Our Sovereign Lord and 
Lady, &c. and with regard to the coin, ’tis 
evident that they could not lawfully, or war- 
rantably, have done otherwife than they 
did. 

I arm almoft afhamed to have beftowed 
Jo much time and pains in difproving fuch fri: 
volous fidtions ; but I was in a manner cons 
{trained to do it, becaufe I have found fome 
people, who are reputed to be men of good 
fenfe and learning, to liften to thefe pitiful 
fenfelefs falfhoods, and to be carried away by 
them to believe worfe things. But now when 
they fee that George Buchanan and “Fohn 
Knox had the fhamelefs affurance to impofe 
upon their readers in matters of faét, of fucha 
publick nature,where they can even at this 
day be confronted and ‘confuted, by the 
very deeds and monuments themfelves, they 
may confider how bold it muft be expeéted 
thefe men will be in narrating falfhoods of a 
more private nature, where no documents of 
the contrary were to be found, or ever could 
have exifted, 
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Of the Affaffination Plot for Mur- 
ray’s Relief; and the barbarous 
murder of poor David Rizio. 


Lthough the wicked contraé betwixt the 
King and the rebels had been mutually 
agreed to, and ended, yet no means could be 
found out by the parties, either jointly or fe- 
parately, to fulfil their engagements ; for fo 
long as the Queen was at liberty, fhe would 
be too hard for them all, And if the parlia- 
ment fhould fit, which had been appointed to 
affemble very foon, Murray and all his affo- 
‘ciates had inevitably been forfeited, except- 
ing the Duke of Chaffelherault, who eafily 
obtained favour ; at which the King and his 
father took great offence, for they wanted to. 
fee that family quite extirpated. But it was 
not agreeable to the practice of maxims of 
the French or Scottifp government, to pro- 
ceed to exttemities againft the Princes of the 
blood, {fo asto bring them to the block: Altho’ 
that was acommon practice in England, and 
had happened once in Scotland under King 
Games I. who had the unhappinefs of an 
Englifo education. 
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The King, according to his engagements, 
refufed to attend the Queen at the parlia- 
ment; but that could ferve to little purpofe ; 
for the parliament would have proceeded 
well enough without him. Therefore a new 
lot elie’ upon, with the Earl of Mor- 
ton, Lords Ruthven and Lindfay, and a great 
ak others, for making the Queen herfelf 

srifoner, and for affaffinating fuch of her 
aouHER as they thought weuld oppofe their 
defions, to wit, the Earls of Huntly, Both- 
well, and Athol, the Lords Fleming and Li- 
ving flon, Sir Fames Balfour, David Rizio 
and ot hers ; who were:to be flain in the 
Q ueen’s own prefence, and before her eyes; 


Heen 


dnd thus to prevent the meeting of the parlia- 


a @ 


ment. 

If any man fhall declare his furprize, how 
perfons, fo low in power as Morton, Ruthe 
ven, and Lord Lindfay, fhould have dared 
to venture on fuch an arduous undertaking, 
a time too; when many of the nobility 

lother great men of the kingdom were 
met in Edinburgh to held the parliament ; 
he mutt be 1 dfortied: that ever fince the be- 
ginning of the reformation amongft us, 
there had all along fubfifted a conftant 
general confpiracy, for relieving any of 
he holy brethren that might happen to be 
in atirete or danger, on all occafions, I 
cannot 
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cannot well fay right ‘or wrong, for they 
were neverstoxbe faund>in the:right.,. 

Knox gives us the copy of a band, which, 
at his own inftigation, was drawn up for this 
purpofe, and fubferibed at the town of “ir, 
the fourth day of September T6622. bbe 
gives us a Copy of a letter which he himfelf 
wrote for conveening the lieges, to refcue 
two fiery zealots, called Patrick Cranfton 
and Andrew Armfirong, from juftice and 
due punifhment, for an outrage that was com- 
mitted in the Queen’s own chapel ; for which 
he was carried before the Queen and coun- 
cil ; he himfelf gives us bis own account of 
the procedure there againft him, and how he 
juftified himfelf, by telling them that fome ot 
them had formerly allowed and approved of 


him for the like, or, worfe, practices, to wit, 


while they were carrying on their work of 


reformation ; and pleaded the word of God 
for his rule. Atthe next General Affembly 
he laid the matter before the whole brethren, 
alledging >, ‘ That he had received a charge 
¢ fom the whole Affembly at the beginning 
‘of the reformation, to advertife the bre- 
¢ thren to conveen, whenever any member 
¢ of the kirk fhould chance to be troubled.” 
However it feems this was but a falfe al- 

mm 2 legation 
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Jegation, and that he had taken upon him to 
do fo of his own accord ; for none of them 
remembred any thing about. giving him fuch 
direftions ; only fome {aid that they hadheard 
Knox defire to be difcharged of thas fervice ; 
whereupon the aflembly gave him their autho- 
rity and order to continue to do the like in 
time coming. Thus did the man thruft himfelf 
into the office of aflembling the Queen’s lieges, 
to obftru& the execution of the laws when he 
fhould think proper. In confequence of 
this, precifely atthe time when the Earl of 
Murray and his affociates were to flay Darn- 
ly, and feize the Queen at Perth, or on her 
journey from that town fouthward, a great 
number of the Proteftants in and about E- 
dinourgh, as ating by concert with their bre- 
thren on the north fide of Forth, did aflemble 
at St, Leonara’s craigs, near Edinburgh, and, 
to put themielves in readinefs for an infur- 
rection, did choofe their captains, oc. 
‘The Queen being informed of this, both 
by word and writ, by falfe brethren, fays, 
Knox, fhe commanded the provoft and bail- 
lies of Edinburgh to apprehend Alexander 
Guthrie, Alexander Clerk, Gibert Lauder, 
and Andrew Slater, and to put them in pri- 
fon inthe caftle. The reft of the brethren 
entered into a combination to refcue them 
from all trial or punifhment, ‘ The day of 
, : ¢ jaw 
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‘law, fays Randolph, againft the four burget- 
‘fes, men of this town, is like to hold, for 
* any thing that fhe can be perfuaded to the 
‘contrary. If fo be that they do compear,. 
‘ the Proteftants have bound themfelves to 
¢ affift them, with all the force that they are 
‘able tomake*, The day is upon Zurf- 
‘day next. Bythefe and the like means, 
there was kept up a conftant fettled confpira- 
cy, extending far and wide, which was fur- 
ther improved in the following manner. 
Soon after that Murray and his accompli- 
ces had been cited in order to« their forfei- 
ture in parliament, the General Affembly of 
the kirk, upon the xxv. day of ‘December 
being Chriffmas- day, appointed a general 
faft throughout the kingdom, by their own 
authority, to be kept for eightdays. It was 
to begin upon the laft Sunday of February, 
and to'end with the firft Sunday of March. 
Among other ends, real or pretended, for this 
faft, it was chiefly defigned ¢ for the relief of 
‘the beft part of the nobility of the realm, 
‘ Wifdom, manhood, ftrength, honour and 
‘ blood, joined with godlinefs, are fallen, fay 
“they, before our eyes.? Great care was 
taken to inform the vulgar that this their faft 
‘ was not appointed for any religion of time,” 
that 


4 Letter from Randolph to Cecil, 24th July 1565, 
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that is, it was not for keeping lent, ‘ but be- | 
‘caufe fhortly thereafter the eftates of the 
‘realm were appointed to conveen in _par- 
‘liament.2. The confeflions and whole fer- 
vice is fet down for the firft and laft days, 
and the leffons and pfalms are prefcribed 
for the whole eight days; but for want 
of time, the reft of the exercife is referred 
to the difcretion of the feveral «minifters. 
leffons for the whole eight sat are *| 
fele&ed from the books ) 

old ayo nent only: For the firft day they 
confifted of the curfes, bleflings and 
plagues denounced in the xxvii. and xxviil, 
wae of Deuteronomy. For the following 
days they had the behaviour and punifhment 
of the J/raelites after Fofauah ; their delive- 
rance from the Midianites and Amalekites 
by Gideon ; the e flaying Ored and Zeed, and 
Sifera ; the cutting off the Benjamites ; the 
niftory of Glieck Ether’ s faft, San the bake: 
ing of Haman; the Ammonites, Moabites, 
and inhabitants of Mount Ser, rifing againft 
and deftroying one another, after eho/ha- 
phat’s fat and prayer ; Senacherid’s invafion 
f Fudah, Rabfbakeh’s blaf{phemies, the de- 
{trudtion of the .4/yrians, and flaying of Se- 
nacherib: Then Ezra’s mourning for the 
affinity that his people had contraéted with 
firangers; and laftly, the faft was to end 
much 
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| much in the fame terms that it began, faving 
| that the 26th of Leviticus and oth chapter of 
Daniel were prefcribed to be read inftead of 
the 28thchapter of Deuteronomy, and fixth of 
the Judges. ‘The Pfalms were thofe for de- 
liverance of David King of J/rael, and others 
in afflifion, beginning with, Way do the 
: heathen rage, &c. and exprefling full confi- 
| dence in the fudden deftrudtion of enemies, 
| and that the righteous fhould rejoice at it : 
God fhall fhoot at them with an arrow: fud- 
denly fall they be wounded, &c. 

Nothing could be more prevalent to fpirit up 
the vulgar, than to make them believe that the 
examples recorded in the books of the Old 
Teftament, were all defigned for their imi- 
tation ; and that not to follow thefe examples 
ata proper feafon, that is, when their teach- 
ers, who were the proper interpreters, fhould 
defire them, was to difobey the commands of 
God, delivered to them by his meflengers ; for 
which the difobedient would not fail to be pu- 
nifhed in the fame manner as were the Fews 
of old, for defpifing the admonitions of the 
prophets. In the order for this faft, Abab 
and Fezabel had not been forgotten. As for 
Fezabel, there was no manner of hope for 
her ; but itis remarked with refpeé to Atbab, 
that notwithftanding all his ungodlinefs, he 
loft not the fruit of his humiliation, but was 

recom- 
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recompenfed with delay of the uttermoft of 
the plagues, during his lifetime. To this of- 
der the affembly fubjoin their letter to all the 
minifters within the kingdom, which begins 
with thefe words: ¢ The pr efent mifery,-and 

© oreater Naa appearing fhortly to fol: 
‘low, crave, dear brethren, that every one 

‘ of us exhort ‘a admonifh another, that we 
* recoil not back in the beginning of this battle, 
‘which is come upon us unlooked for of 
‘many. But Hohn Knox in his epiftle to 
the reader, is rather more explicite: « If 
‘we, fays he, in this age command the fame 
‘things, which God in the ages before us 
‘hath commanded by his fervants, let men 
‘beware, left that in defpifing us, they de= 
‘fpife not alfo the eternal God, whofe 
‘holy word is an affurance to us of every 
‘ precept that we have given.’ Then he fub- 
joins a threat in thefe terms: ‘ And fur- 
‘ther, we fear not to fay, That fuch as 
‘mourn not with 7acod in his affliaion, thall 
‘not rejoice with him in the day of his de- 
‘liverance; but they. fhall be compelled to 
‘mournand quake with Pharaoh, without 
‘ end.’ 

Thus were matters prepared, in a me- 
thod as effectual for bringing about Mur- 
ray’srelief, andthe affaffination, the making 
the Queen prifoner, and hindering the meet- 
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| ing of the parliament, as could be devifed. In 
' the mean time Morton and Ruthven laid 
| themfelves out to get the young King to Join 
with them in this plot alfo ; which he did, as 
| they alledged ; but he himfelf always denied 
—4t, Be that as it will, ’tiscertain enough that 
| they had not got their matters all in readi- 
nels to keep pace with the faft: For the 
band which they pretended to have gotten 
| fubfcribed by the King for their warrant, 
| was not drawn up till either the faft fhould 
have beennear ended, or quite over: ‘The rea- 
fon why I write thus indeterminately as to 
the precife date of it, 1s, becaufe in two co- 
pies of it which I have, both written about 
the very time, the date varies; for in the 
one it is faidto be on the firft, and in the o- 
ther on the fifth day of March. But by 
good forefight, a remedy had been found 
out to make the faft to wait their motions, by 
adjourning it for a week within the city of 
Edinburgh, and permitting it to be kept in 
the country, as had been preferibed by the 
General Affembly ; than which adjournment 
nothing more expedient could have been 
contrived ; for the faft in the.country being 
thus over, friends could the better flock from 
thence, to Edinburgh, without fufpicion, 
as if they came only to join with the city 
brethren in prayer and fafling, 
nn Accord 
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Accordingly, upon the penult day of thé : 


faft in Edinburgh, being the ninth of March, 


when it began to be dark, there aflembled | 


about the Queen’s palace of Holy-rood-houfe, 
five hundred perfons, fome in fecret armour, 
and the reft in jacks, and fteel bonnets, with 
guns, piftols, fwords, bucklers, Sedburgh 
{taves, halberts 2, and other warlike accoutre- 
ments. 

The Queen 'fat down to fupper about 
feven a clock, expecting no fuch matter, and 
the King coming up ftairs, had placed himfelf 
befide her. In the mean while the Earl of 
Morton and Lord Lindfay, with one party, 
ouarded the entry to the palace, and Lord 
Patrick Ruthven, with another party rufh 
perforce into the room, armed caps-a-pe, 
where they found her Majefty fitting at fup- 
per, accompanied with her baftard brother 
and fifter, namely, Robert Commendatar of 
Holy-rood-houfe, and the Countefs of Argile, 
with Beton of Creich, mafter of the houfhold, 
Arthur Erskine, David Rizio, anda few other 
fervants; fo that, totheir great difappointment, 
of all thofe whom they had deftined for death, 
they found none prefent but Rizio only. 
Ruthven accofts the Queen, telling her, that 
he wanted to {peak with Rizio. The Queen 
asked her husband whether he knew any 

thing 
@ Henry Yair’s trial, MS, 
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thing of that enterprize? who denied that he 
knew it. ‘Then the Queen ordered Ruthven 
to get out of her prefence, under the pain of 
treafon,andif David Rizia had done any thing 
amifs,fhe fhould exhibite him before the parlia- 
ment. But that would notdo; Ruthven attack- 
ed David in her Majefty’s prefence ; and the 
poor ftranger, for refuge retired behind her 
back. Upon this they rufh forward, over- 
turn the table upon the Queen herfelf, and 
then firick thé man with daggers over her 
fhoulders ; and fome of them ftood with cocked 
piftols before her face, while the others drag- 
ged the wounded man to the door of her 
chamber, and difpatched him with fifty fix 
ftrokes of fwords and daggers, Which be- 
ing done, the Lord Ruibven returns to the 
Queen’s prefence, and tells her Majefty, 
¢ that he and his accomplices were, forfooth, 
‘highly offended with her proceedings and 

‘tyranny, which to them was intollerable, 

¢ That fhe had been abufed by ‘David Rizio, 
¢ whom they had aétually put to death, 

‘ namely, in taking his counfell for maintain- 

‘ ing papiltry, debarring the Lords who were 

‘fugitive, and entertaining amity with fo- 

reign princes and nations, [France, &c. } 

‘with whom fhe was confederate ; as alfo, 

“s for admitting into her council the Lords 
¢ Bothwell and Huntly, who, he faid, were 

nn 2 « traitors 
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‘traitors, andto whom ‘David Rizio did af: 
¢ fociate himfelf’” ‘They alfo did inform the 
Queen, t hat the Lords who were banifhed 
in England were to refort towards her the 
next day, who would take plain part with 
them, againft her; and that the King was 
willing to remit to them their offences. 

In the mean time the Earls of Huntly and 
Bothwell, who otherwife would infallibly 
have been fent after David, made their es 
{cape out of their chambers in the palace, by 
getting out at a back window, with the help 
of fome cords, and thereby both faved their 
lives and eftates, the greateft in the kingdom 
gt that time, which the confpirators expeted 
as a reward for murdering the proprietors ; 
and alfo put the confpirators themfelves un: 
der fome apprehenfions of danger. 

The provoft and town council of Edin 
éurgh haying been informed that there was 4 
tumult in the royal palace, caufed ring their 
common bell for aflembling the citizens, wha 
went down ina great number, and defired tg 
fee and {peak with the Queen, to know her 
velfare. But Morton and Ruthven would not 
permit her Majefty to give an anfwer, but 
threatned her extremely, declaring to her 
face, that if fhe fhould defire to {peak with, 
¢he townfmen, ‘ they would cut her in cof, 
£ lops, and throw hers over the walls,’ Thus 
they 


{ 
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they kept her in captivity within her cham. 
ber, hardly permitting her to {peak with any 
of her domeftick fervants, either men or 
women. ‘Lhe next day proclamation was 
made, in the king her husband’s name, with- 
out her advice or knowledge, commanding 
all the Prelates and Lords conveened to the 

arliament, to retire themfelves out of Edin- 
burgh, All that day alfo the Queen was de- 
tained prifoner, her fervants and guard de- 
barred from her fervice, and herfelf watched 
by the committers of thefe crimes, to whom 
a part of the community of Edinburgh, to 
the number of fourfcore perfons, joined thems 
felves. : 

In the evening of that fame day, being 
Sunday, the Earl of Murray, accompanied 
with the Earl of Rothes, the lairds of Put- 
tarrow and Grange, the tutor of Pitcur and 
others, who had been with Murray in Eing- 
Jand, came to them, ‘and, fays the Queen 3, 
‘feeing our treatment was moyed with nas 
¢ tural affection towards us.’ But he had been 
privy to the whole defign ; fo this was arrant 
hypocrify, and foon appeared to have been fo: 
For the very next day he affembled the en- 
rerprifers of this late crime, and fuch other 
rebels as came along with himfelf, and held a 
} council, 
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council, in which they thought it moft expe- 
dient that the Queen fhould be imprifoned i in 
the caftle of Stirling, there to remain until 
fhe fhould in parliament have approved all 
their wicked enterprifes, eftablifhed their re- 
ligion, and given to the King the crown ma- 
trimonial, and the whole government of the 
realm ; or otherwife in all appearance they 
firmly purpofed to have put her to death, or 
detained her in perpetual captivity. 

_ But it feems the young King began foonto 
perceive that he himfelf was little better than 
a.prifoner amoneft thefe men. He therefore 
undertook to procure to them remiflions with- 
out compulfion, and to get them confirmed in 
parliament. But then to make their pardon ef 
fectual, her Majefty muftbeat liberty. He 
promifed that he would keep her in fure 
suard for that night: And thus they were 
got out of the palace, together with their 
guards and af_iftants. 

After they were gone, the Queen entered 
into an expoftulation with her husband about 
his behaviour, informing him how he would 
be handled himfelf, if he permitted thefe 
Lords to prevail again{ft her. By her arguments 
he was perfuaded to make his efcape along 
with her, which they did a little after eke 
night, accompanied with Arthur Areskine, 


and other two perfons only, and got fafe to 
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Dunbar. And after a few days, having affem- 
bled a confiderable force, they returned to 
Edinburgh : But before they arrived there, 
the confpirators had fled, the chiefs of them 
to England, and the others to the more re- 
mote parts of Scotland. ‘fohn Knox, the 
man who had drawn up the order for the 
faft, tells us himfelf, that he paft weft to 
Kyle, thereby plainly taking upon hima fhare 
of the guilt in thefe horrid tranfaétions. 

‘ After this manner above fpecified, fays 
‘the fame Knox 2,to wit, by the death of 
‘ David Rizio, the noblemen were relieved 
of their trouble, and reftored to their places 
‘and rooms: And likewife the church re- 
‘formed; and all that profeffed the evangel 
‘ within this realm, after fafting and prayer, 
* were delivered and freed from the appa- 
rent dangers which were like to have faln 
upon them. And if the parliament had ta- 
‘ ken effe&t, and proceeded, it was thought by 
all men of the beft judgment, that the true 
proteftant religion fhould have been wrack- 
ed, and popery erected: And for the fame 
purpofe, there were certain wooden altars 
made, to the number of twelve, found rea- 
dy in the chapel of the palace of Holy-rood- 
houfe, which fhould have been erected in 
St. Giles’s church. 
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As this man and his collegue Hohn Craigs 
did draw up the form of this faft, and canfed 
Robert Lekprevick to print it, by appointment 
of the General Aflembly 4, no man in the 
world could better declare the purpofes for 
which it was kept. Let any perfon therefore 


compare this his explanation, with the form ~ 


itfelf, or with the brief account of it already 
given out of itfelf, and let him either believe 
or doubt as he pleafes, whether it was aps 
pointed for promoting and cloking a confpira- 
cy for the relief of Murray and his affociates, 
and for ftopping the meeting of the parlia- 


ment. What he can mean by telling us, that 


the church was reformed by murdering Da- 
vid Rizio, is not eafily to be underftood-; 
for it doth not appear how the reformation 
received the Jeaft acceflion from that faét; 
for it fill continued after that in the fame 
{tate as it had been for years before. Refor- 
mation df the church, both in the difcipline and 
doftrine,had been found very neceflary for ma- 
ny centuries, and was extremely defired and 
defigned by many of the Roman catholick 
perfuafion themfelves ; as is plain from the 
council of Conftance. Upon the difputes of 
that council, which happened a. undred 


years before their days, the firft and beft of - 


the reformers founded their feparation from 
the 
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athe reft of the chriftian church, altho’ few 
have. thought fit to acknowledge the matter 
plainly and honeftly. However, had they pro- 
ceeded upon that foundation, and fettled their 
matters in a regular way, upon principles 
truly religions and fincere, all might have 
been well, and turned out for the general 


good of mankind. But how much foever a 


reformation was wanted, and however bene- 
ficial it might have proved, if rightly condu&- 
ed.and brought about, it ought not to have 
been founded, or fupported, by fhedding the 


molifhing churches, and turning fome thou- 


_fands out of their livings and eftates, to which 


they were as well intitled, and had as ftrong 
fecurities by law, as any men in the worlds 
Which amongft us,availed therp nothing at all; 
for every. thing that belonged to them, was 
violently fired by our reformers, and they 
themfelves fet out naked to flarve, ot if they 
had the courage to complain, banifhed or 
knocked o’the head. So flood matters at the 
Queen’s arrival. 

The tale about the wooden altars depends 
entirely upon. Kvox’s word. And had the 
matterseven been fo, it was no juftification of 
‘their procedure. But both he, and his fel- 
low labourer George Buchanan, have falfified 

fo notorioufly in their narrations of real facts, 
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that nocredit can be given them, when they 
tell us of defigns and intentions only : Yea, 
their fingle affertions are rather to be fufpe- 
ed for pure fictions, if they cannot be other- 
wife fupported. P 
This ‘David Rizio came to Scotland in the 
retinue of Monf. Moret, ambafflador from the 
Duke of Savoy. At that time the Queen had 
one Raulet a Frenchman who was her fecre- 
tary for her French affairs. He was turned 
out of his office fora fault, for which cour- 
tiers in our days are feldom "difplaced a, And | 


—=* . * . c 


Rizio being a perfor of good ea weit: and : 
qualified for the purpofe, fucceeded him 
in that office, in the year 1564. Upon the 

} ing to Scotland, Lord. Ro= 
bert the Queen's baftard brother, and David 


had been appointed to affift the Earl of Le- 


jo in giving’advice and counfel to his fon, 
not only in matters in which an Engli/hedu- 


cation is commonly defeftive, but likewife in 
affairs of prudence ; which he continued to 
do, till withm a month of the time when he 
was thus cruelly murdered, in reward for his 
fervices and good counfels, It feems when 
he found the young King unadvifeable, and 
obftinately bent to piirfie wrong ‘phi 
he had informed the Oiéen : At which, tho 

it was for his own welfare, the King took 


of: 
. Keith’s hift. p. 268. 


of King Henry Darnly. 261 


offence. But. the main caufe of his murder 
was, that he affociated himfelf with the Earls 
of Huntly and Bothwell, and fuch others as 
{tudied the Queen’s happinefs.and profperity 
in her affairs. 


CHAP. xX. 


Objections anfwered. 


Gainft all that has been faid in the laft 
chapter, ic may beGor be alledged, 

that the ftory is told with the greateft partia- 
lity: "That we have only one fide of the que- 
{tion laid before us: But fhould both parties 
be heard, matters would appear in another 
light. Sir Zames Melvil taxeth Rizio with 
much indifcretion, which he tells us, he him- 
felf endeavoured to corre& ; but allin vain. 
George Buchanan, after making reflexions on 
Rizio’s poverty, (which ill bepaiWe him, for 
he himfelf had been in greater ftraits, until 
he was enriched by the Queen’s liberality) de- 
{cants upon Rizzo’s vanity a and arrogancy, tel- 
ling us, thathe hadthe Queen’s ear too much, 
that he ufed too much familiarity with her, 
both before and after her marriage with 
: Daruly ; with a fenfelefs ftory how the 
King carried always about with him the key 
of the Queen’s chamber-door, and once found 
00 2 the 
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the door bolted when David ‘was within ; 
and when he knocked, no body anfwered. 
"That the Queen refolved to make Davida 
Peer of the firft rank, &’c. Others @ write 
that fhe defigned him to exercife the office of 
chancellour at the parliament ; which pro- 
voked the nobility againft him, efpecially the 
Earl of Morton, who had been chancellor 
Gnee the death of the Earl of Huntly in the 
the year Mpvxil. All which notwithftand- 
ing, they had no intention to have flain him 


dist 
alt > 4 


‘n that manner, but to have brought him to 
publick juftice : Far lefg didit enter into their 
thoughts to flay him in the Queen’s pre- 
fence, or in her chamber: Nor did they in- 
tend hurt to any other perfons. This is atteft- 
ed almoft by all our own hiftorians >, and alfo 
by Monfr. De Thou and others. Nor did 
they hold cocked piftols to her majefty’s 
breaft, as they tell the ftory: Nay Lord 
Ruthven, in the account that he wrote of 
this matter, for juftifying himfelf, tells us, 
« That he defired his accomplices only to car- 
‘ ry the man down {tairs to the King’s cham- 
‘ber: And he takes God to record, that 
‘ none of thefe horrid things was meant or 
‘done; and that they ‘did not ftrike Rizte 
till he was at the moft diftant door of the 

Queen’s 
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@ Knox, Spottifwood, Crawfurd. 
® Knox, Buchanan, Melvil, Spottifwood, Calderwood. 
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of King Henry Darnly. 
¢ Queen’s outer chamber : But, fays he, her 
¢ Majefty makes all thefe allegations, to draw 
¢the Earl of Morton, Lords Ruthven and 
¢ Lindfay, and their accomplices, into greater 
¢ hatred with foreign Princes, and with the no- 
¢ bility and commonality of the realm ; who 
‘ have experience of the contrary, and know 
‘that there was no evil meant to her Maje- 
‘fty’s body ? But how could others know | 
what they defigned? The account of the 
whole matter given in the preceeding pages 
is the Queen’s own account, and | might truft 
the courteous readers, whether they will take 
her word and writ for it, or Ruthven’s writ 
and fwearing. Others, | doubt not, would pre- 
fer the latter. For which reafon we {hall 
in the firft place fhew how greatly his memo- 
ry failed him, from an original letter fub- 
{cribed both by Morton, and Ruthven ; for. 
that thefe ations were perpetrated by them, 
upon no particular quarrel that they had a- 
gainft Rizio, but only for the relief of Mur- 
ray and his accomplices, under a pretence 
for religion: And that they expected to be 
relieved in like manner by him and his al~ 
fociates. Secondly, from the band which 
they themfelves drew up to be figned by the 
King for their proteétion, it is manifeft that 
there was a defign to murder feveral others, 
befides David Rizio; and that the plot 
Wag 
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‘both greater, and more numerous than they. 
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was laid originally to murder them allin the 
Queen’s palace,and even in her own prefence, 


LETTER from Morton and Ruthven 


to Throkmorton. 


ers our hearty commendations: At 

your laft being in Scotland, fent by the 
Qucen’s majefty of England +, it was fore- 
ee by you what trou bles were appearing to 
enfue, as fince the experience hath. given 
proof. We have thought good to ee you 
know as our trouble has proceeded, which is 
moved upon the flaughter of an L¢alzan cal- 
d Davy; the faid laughter moved upon ne 
articular quarrel of ours, but were follicited 


hy 
@?) 


ft Mg, 


hereunto by the King, whofe hatred was fo 


great again{t the faid Davy, that he intended 
« «) 

to have done the fame with his own hand, if 
qe hits not * afie his Grace therein. Anc 


iding the King fo bent againft the faid Da- 
vy, who was,a peftilent caah fei to the 
Queen’s majefty our Sovereign, againit the 
nobility b, Bugs well of our country, the 
religion, forfeiture of our brethren, then ba- 


nifhed 


a Viz. In the month of May, before the Queen’s mar- 
tiage with Darnly. 

They call their own party always the Nobility, or 

the Lords, abfolutely,as if the other Lords had not been 
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nifhed for the time, we thought it meet and 
convenient to labour for the relief of our bre- 
thren, who were in trouble, ‘as we did; 
whereby they were caufed to return home, 
where they are prefently ; where we had re- 
mained, if the king had kept {uch part unto 
us, as he promifed, both by word and writ. 

And fince we are in trouble forthe. relief 
of our brethren, and the religion, we doubt 
not to find your favour, as our brethren 
have done of before, who were of late ba- 
nifhed: Defiring you moft heartily, that by 
yourtelf, and fuch others as you may procure, 
we may find favour at the Queen’s majelty 
your miftrefs hand, for remaining within her 
highnefs’s realm, unto fuch time as we may 
be relieved by the help of our brethren, which 
we hope in God fhall be fhortly, Andthus 
committing your Lordfhip to the proteétion of 
the Almighty God. From Serwick the fe- 
cond day of April 1566. 


Your affured friends, as you may command, 


MortToun. 
RuTAVEN. 
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q BOND of affurance for the murder to 


be committed. | 


BE it known to all men by  thefe prefent 
letters: We Hewriz, by the grace of 
"God, King of Scotland, and husband to the 
Queen’s majefty ; For as much as we, having 
confideration of the gentle and good nature, 
with many other good qualities in her majefty, 
we have thought pity, and alfo thinks it great 
-con{cience to us, that are her husband, to 
{affer her to be abufed by certain privy per- 
fons, wicked and ungodly; not regarding her 
Majefty’s honour, ours 2, the nobility there- 
of, nor the commonweal of the fame, but 
feek their own commodity and privy gains, 
efpecially an ftranger Ttalian, called David ; 
which may be the occafion of her Majefty’s 
deftruétion, ours 4, the nobility, and com- 
mon weal of the fame, wi hout hafty remedy 
be. put thereunto, which we are willing to 
do ; and, to that effe&, we have devifed to 
w take thefe privy perfons, enemies to her Ma- 
aie jefty, us, the nobility and commonweal, to 
aa punifh them according to their demerits ; 
| a ad and 


ee 


—— 


a Some words feem to be wanting here in all my three 
Copies. ; 
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} and, in cafe of any difficulty be to calle them 
) immediately to take them and flay them, where- 
) foever it happeneth. 

‘ And becaufe we cannot accomplifh the 
without the affiftance of others, there- 

| fore we have drawn certain of the nobility, 
j earls, lords, barons, freeholders; gentle- 
i men, merchants and craftfmen to affift us in 
| this our enterprize, which cannot be finifbed 
b without great hazard >, And becaufe it may 
chance that there be fundry great perfonages 
prefent, who ¢ may make them to gainfland 
our enterprize, wherethrough fome of then 
may be flain, and in like ways of ours; where- 
through a perpetual feed may. be contracted 
betwixt the one party andthe other ; ‘There- 
fore we bind and oblige us, our heirs and fuc- 
ceflors, to the faid earls, lords, barons, free: 
holders, gentlemen, merchants and craft{men, 
their heirs and fucceffors, that we fhall accept 
the fame feed upon us,and fortify and maintain 
them, at the uttermoft of our power ; and 
fhall be friends to their friends, and enemies 
| to their enemies; and fhall neither fuffer 
them nor theirs to be molefted nor troubled 
in their bodies, lands, goods, rooms, or pol- 
 feffions, fo far as lieth in us, And if any 
PP - ~ perfon 
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a Al, In cafe of any difficulty, to cut them of 
diately, and flay them, ce. 
e Al, hurt. © Ale which, 


imme? 


263 Inquiry into the Murder 


perfon would call any of the faid earls, lords, 
barons, freeholders, gentlemen, merchants of 
craftfmen, for enterprifing or affiftance with 
us, for atchieving of our purpofe, becaufe it 
may chance to be done in prefence of the 
Queens majefty, or within ber palace of Ho- 
ly-rood-houfe, we, by the word of a Prince, 
{hall accept and take the fame on us, now as 
then, and then as now; and fhail warrant 
and keep skaithlefs the aforefaid earls, lords, 
barons, freeholers, gentlemen and craftfmen, 
at our uttermoft power. In witnefs where- 
4 of we have fubfcribed thefe prefents with 
our hand. At Edindurgh this firft + day of 
March, the year of God 1565. 


There are indeed no perfons here men- 
tioned by name, but David only ; yet it is 
moft evident, that it- had been determined 
to involve feveral others in the fame fate: 
nor is it to be doubted but thatthe Queen had 
fure and fufficient information who the per- 
fons were, viz. the Earls of Huntly, Both. 
well, Athole, > &c. although the poor ftran- 


ger is only named: But in truth, when one 
Bit. confiders that we have our copies of this pa- 
‘i per. only from thefe men themfelves, he can- 
| not be certain that they had not left out thofe 


great 


a A], fifth. > See above, p. 244 
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reat names, for fear of refentment. If it 
t {hall be faid, that private perfons only are de- 
} ftined for flaughter ; the anfwer is, that fuch 
) were the Earls of Huntly and Bothwell in 
) their account, whom they would have to be 
| efteemed as condemned traitors. Calderwood 
| writes, I know not upon what authority, that 
| ‘fecretary Lethington retained the Earl of 
) « Athole with himlelf, within his lodging ; for, 
| « fayshe, Lethington was privy to the plot, 
| « and {upped that night with the Earl, partly 
; ‘with purpofe to with-hold him from offer- 
| «ing, or fave him from fuffering any vio- 
¢lence; partly that he fhould not be fufped- 
« ed by the Queen, having the Earl of Athole 
‘ for awitnefs of his behaviour. He had en- 
« joined his attendants to be quiet, tilit came 
‘to aéion; and then to arm themfelves and 
é come, as it were, fuddenly to the fray, but 
‘indeed, if need were, to join themfelves 
¢ with the Earl of Morton in the inner court.’ 
This isa more probable account how the 
Farl of 4thole happened to efcape, than that 
given by the Lord Ruthven +; who ftudied 
more to fay things that might feem to palliate 
or alleviate his crimes, than to reftri& himfelf 
to matter of fa&. In one place he fays 
he told her Majefty, that ‘ not fo much as 
p p 2 sf One 
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‘ one point, without falfe witnefles, could be 
¢ made good againft Murray and his accom- 
‘ plices ;’ than which nothing more barefaced 
could have been afferted. In another place 
he makes the King to tell her, that fo foon as 
‘ the fellow David fellin credit and Steet ari- 
‘ty with her, fhe did not regard him ;’ al- 
though it cannot eafily be belfeved that he 
ever could ufe any fuch expreflion, becaufe 
‘David had come as much in credit as ever, 
before “Darnly came to Scotland; and af- 
ter his coming became a counfellor to him. 
MMelvil writes that he found how ‘David had 
been ‘Darzly’s great friend at the Queen’s 
hand >; And one can hardly conjeéture what 
temptation MMe/vil could have to fay fo, if it 
had been otherwife ; for there is the greateft 
reafon to think that his accounts of David’s 


aris ec, arealtogether injurious,and that 
the advices w ‘Bick he e preten ids to have given 
him nauk no truth in them : No more than 


when ne tells us that he himfelf was fent upon 
Sunday forenoon,to caufe the prevent of Edin- 
burgh to -affemble the citizens for the Queen’s 
relief ; when ’tis certain that the proyoft had 
done fo the night before. 

The other tales told about this man, are 
meer fictions and cavils, contrived for {ereen- 
ing the guilt of the murderers. ‘They tell 

Us 
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bus that he was to be made a peer of the firft 
)rank, whereas he had not even been natura- 
i lized : But the affirming that he was to have 
Bbeen made chancellor at the parliament, is 
) of all their ftories the moft intollerable: For 
I how abfurd is it to imagine that it ever could 
} have entred into the Queen’s thoughts, to 
} make a man the mouth of the parliament, 
: who neither knew the cuftoms, laws, nor 
i language of the country! And yet this is 
moft greedily wallowed by fome people: 
Though in truth it has no more foundation 
than that it is a grofs blunder in tranflating 
one of George Buchanan’s fentences, who, 
{peaking of the debates that arofe about Mure 
ray’s intended forfeiture, tells us, ‘that in 
the mean time “David went about among 
¢them all, founding their inclinations, what 
‘every fingle man’s fentence would be, 
« with regard to thofe who were abfent, if he 
¢ fhould be chofen a Tpi¢ea@ (a lord of the 
‘articles, as I take it,) by the reft of the 
meeting”, This Greek word they under 
fiood to be meant of “David, and tranflated it 
Chancellor ; and thence is all his chancellor- 
fhip. Thus the fentence is made worfe in 
the tranflation, which fyrely could not be 
true 


A 


a David interea fingulos circumibat, animofque pertenta- 
bat quid de abfentibus decreturus quifque effet, fi a relique 
eonventu WiesCerx@- legeretur. Where qui/que is evident- 
ly the nominative to /egeretur. ; 
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true in the original, as Buchanan might well 


‘have feen, had his evil difpofition allowed 


him to refle&t, that the man could not fpeak 
Scoitifo, and that few of the others could 
talk in the languages which he under- 
{tood. 

But a queftion may be ftarted, if it is a 
niftake in tranflating Buchanan’s hiftory, how 
could it have got into the book of Kuox, 
who was dead long before the other had 
written his book? Even by the evil art of 
interpolating, by which too many of our 
hiftories have been fpoiled: And that inter- 
polator has made another miftake of a like 
nature within the compafs of a page; for Bu 
chanan’s iron ftamp, of which already, is by 
him called ¢ feal like the King’s feal, 

Another point which may happen to be 
controverted is, that we have faid that this tra. - 
sedy was acted inthe time of the faftin Eidz. 
burgh : Whereas in the order for -that faft, 
as it is printed before the book called Kuox’s 
liturgy, it is exprefly {aid to have been ap. 
pointed to begin only the fecond Sunday of 
May, which is more than two months there- 
after. And this alfo arifes from vitiating ; 
for in the edition printed that very year in 
which it was drawn up, it is appointed to be- 
gin the lat Sunday of February, and to end the 


firft Sunday of March, But that it was put 
| off 


of King Henry Darnly. 273 
off, for reafons, within the city of Edinburgh, 
Pull the following week, may be feen from 
| Knox’s hiftory, where he tells in one place a, 
) ‘that upon Swnday the third day of March 
) * began the fafting at Edinburgh? And in 
) the following page, ‘ that the next day af- 
| § ter Rizzo’s murder, was the fecond Sunday 
)‘ofour faft at Edinburgh? Whether the 
qj days were altered in the later editions, that 
| fuch aGtions might not appear to have been 
) done in the time of the fir& faft of the re- 
) formed kirk in Scotland, or for other reafons, 
| I thall not determine: But they did it only 
| by halves; for they left the evidence ftill 
| ftanding againft them in thefe words, Becau/fé 
. 


that foortly thereafter are the eftates of the realm 
appointed to affemble in parliament. Now there 
was no appointment for a meeting of parlia* 
ment after the xii. day of Marcé for that year. 
The Lord Ruthven’s account of thefe mat: 
ters enables us to difcover, that the reafons 
which they alledge for themfelves are only 
fham pretences. He dates the firft motion of 
the matter from the toth of February 1565-6. 

_ And affirms the caufe was the King’s hatred 
conceived againft Rizio, which he then firft 
communicated to Ruthven: Whereas it is e- 
- dent from the articles agreed upon betwixe 
_ the King and Murray, and by Morton and 
Ruth- 
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Ruthven’s letter, that their projects had beer 
formed fome time before; upon quite other 
views amongft themfelves, even for the relief 
of the brethren, as the event declared : And 
that this was only an after contrivance of a 
pretext for putting their defigns in execution. 
They had even communicated their general 
intention to Randolph, the Englifh Queen’s 
refident at Edinburgh, before the manner had 
been fully fettled; for upon the sth day of 
February, Randolph writes to Cecil in thefe 
terms 7, § The Queen of Scots hath faid o- 
‘penly, that fhe will have mafs free for all 
¢ men that will hear it. Her husband, his fa- 
‘ther, Lord 4thole and others now daily re- 
‘fort unto it. ‘The proteftants are in great 
‘fear and doubt what fhall become of them. 
‘ The wifett fo much miflike this ftate, and 
« government, that they defign nothing more 
‘ thanthe return of the Lords, either to be 
‘ received in their own rooms $ or once again 
¢to put all in hazard.” Hence it is plain, 
that the plot was formed a confiderable time 
before Azz70 was thought on: And indeed, 
whoever can believe them, that they affem: 
bled five hundred men in arms, for aflafi- 
nating a fingle ftranger, is not only capable 
to {wallow a gudgeon, but a camel too, 


An’ 


@ Cotton. libr. Cal B. 9. fol. 232. 


| 


of King Henty Darnly. 276 
An outcry about the mafs, whether trué 
or falfe, or for it, or againft it, as it happens 


| to be eftablified, or abolifhed in any country; 
hath always a great effet upon the minds of 


the vulgar ; and with that view is it raifed up- 


-onoccafions for ferving the purpofes of de- 
figning men. But the mafs had nothing to do 


inthe prefent cafe. The Earl of Athol and 
David Rizio went to mafs indeed ; but fure- 
ly Huntly, Bothwell, Lord Livingfton, or Sit 
Fames Balfour did not go: Yet were they 
all to be ferved alike. Of the other fide Le- 


| nox and his fon were papifts; but Moron, 


Ruthven and Lindfay ftanch proteftants : Yet 
did they combine together; fo that at this 
jonéture proteftancy and popery joined hands. 
The motive that induced them to perform 
their exploit in the Queen’s prefence, was, 
that fince they were to bring home the Earl of 
Murray, it was firmly purpofed, among fome 
of them at leaft, that he fhould be entirely re- 
ftored to the {tate in which he was before, 
or rather to have his condition made fome 
better, Aftet the Queen had driven him and 
his affociates out of the kingdom; the had be- 
come pregnant. This was a new bar in his 
way, which confiderably dafhed his hopes of 
feizing the fovereignty: And to make her 
majefty’s own chamber a flaughter-houfe for 
butchering her greateft and moft faithful fub- 
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jects and fervants, before her own eyes, muft | 
be owned to have been an expedient well ad- 
apted for removing that obftacle, and to rid 
the world both of her infant and of herfelf; 
confidering that fhe was then fix months gone 
with child. 

The confpirators ‘and their accomplices, 
being beft acquainted with their own defigns, 
had all along given out, that the Queen was 
not pregnant : Che Queen herfelf had told 
that fhe was fo; but muft never be believed. 

Upon the xxiv. of "fanuary, Randolph 
writes to Cecil, of a conference that he had 
with her Majefty while fhe was a-bed, and 
how fhe excufed herfelf to him «, «I told her, 
‘fays he, that I thought fhe had fomewhat 
‘in her belly that kept her waking. She 
‘ {miled, and faid: Indeed I may now fpeak 
‘ with more affurance than before I could; 
‘and think myfelf more out of doubt, that it 
‘ fhould be as ye think, than before I did: 
‘ Yet, fayshe, her being wich child is hardly 
‘ believed of many,’ 

To the fame purpofe he had written upon 
the xvi. of that fame month >; < It is fpoken 
‘for certain, fays he, that fhe is with child’: 
« And itis faid that fhe felt the child ftir in 
‘her belly upon new year’s day. Some la- 
‘ dies affirm that fhe hath milk in her breafts’; 

‘ and 
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and finding all other tokens to concur, be: 
}* longing to women lately married, affure that 
)< for certain it can be no otherways.— What 
) * other folks opinions are, I need not to write; 
)¢ Only I may fay, that many can hardly be- 
| ‘Jieve that there is any fuch matter,’ 

| Te might have been naturally expe&ed that 
) this matter fhould have met with fome credit 
after it had been notified to a foreign am- 
| baflador by the Queen herfelf: But inftead 
f of that, whatever credit it might obtain a- 
| mongft others, it became lefs credible by 
| far amongft Randolpb’s greateft intimates. For 
| by his letter the vii, day of February 2, he 
| acquaints Cecz/, that the Queen had utterly 
' refufed to do any good to my Lord of Argyle, 
| And that that fhould be the firft voyage which 


tee 


‘ hens to the cantrary,” 


In oppofition to this Randolph’s affurance 
_ ftands the general opinion of mankind, that 
when a genteel woman falls with child, one 
- who cannot perceive it, after about five 
~ months, knows little or nothing of the mat: 
ter. And there will be no injury in faying 
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ed. « Of her being with child, continues he, 
| «the bruit iscommon that fhe is, but hardly 
believed of many: And of this £ can affure 
| © you, that there have of late appeared fame ta- 


| fhe was to make after fhe fhould be deliver- 
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further, that one who, being informed of 
thefe things, doth not perceive that Randolph 
and his friends had, by this time, gone far 
in their pregnancy of much mifchief, muft 
have his intellgétuals no lefs dim, than they 
pretended te have had their eyes, 

IT remember to have read, how a device of 
the fame kind was projected bya fet of men of 
the very fame ftamp, in the reign of King 
Charles II. But as thefe politicians at that 
time were only apes of thofe in the times of 
which we treat, fo they were bunglers too, * 
and betrayed their own fecret ; for which 
they had their wicked defigns quite diffected 
and laid open ina publick paper, Augu/t 23. 
Mopc.ixxxil. to the indignation and detetftati- 
on of all who would not have been ready to 
join in the fame, or the like practices, 

Thefe ings being fo, it may be made a 
doubt, and that too not without fome fhew 
of reafon, whether the King had ever grant- 
ed them his warranty for eae fo atrocious 
inhuman and unnatural; or if he did fign 
fuch a bond as they Toe up, whether he 
did it knowingly, or was PY them trepanned 
to do fo, without knowing the full contents, 
"They conftantly affirmed tah it was his own 
deed, But that fignifies nothing; for what 
would they not haveaffirmed? They, who firft 
forged 1 the letters to Bothwell, and then {wore 
that 
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) hat they were written by the Queen, The 
/King as_conftantly denied that he had any 
) knowledge of their enterprife ; firft in their 
) own prefence that very night ; next, before 


i 
} 


=| 


( 


i 


the Queen and privy council; and laftly by 
his publick proclamation. Ruthven himfelf 
happens to fay exprefly, that at the beginning 
of their work, when he defired the King ‘ to 


take the Queen his fovereign and wife to 


éhim; he flood all amazed, and wift not 
¢ what to do, till Ruthven laid his own hands 
‘on her Majefty, and put her into the King’s 
¢arms, forbidding her to be afraid,’ as he 
fays. (He might as well have forbidden her 
to breathe ; for it behoved that Hercules hime 
felf fhould have been afraid, had fuch a band 
of armed murderers rufhed into a room upon 
him when unarmed.) But this muft have 
been after the affair was in a manner over. 
Such carriage did not look as if the King had 
been very well acquainted with their defigns, 
or forward in the bufinefs: Foractive there- 
in he was not. His poinard, it feems indeed, 
was found fticking in the dead body ; but the 
thruft was not given by his own hand ; for 
George Douglas fnatched out the King’s 
poinard, and {truck the man with it firft of all, 
leaving it in his body, fora kind of {creen for 
themfelves. Ruthven fails not to mention that 


the King’s dagger was found in the dead body; 
but 
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but doth not tell how it came to be there; 
becaufe he wanted that it fhould be reckon- 
ed the King’s own ad. But behold how 
ticklifh a thingit is to conneé& falfhoods! The 
very fuppofition that the King ftabbed Rizzo, 
dire@ly overturns the main point which Ruwts- 
ven himfelf was labouring all along by words 
and oaths chiefly to eftablith, namely, that Rz- 
zio Was not wounded in the room where the 
Queen fat: Now the King was all the while 
within that very room, even by his own ac- 
count. Let us next hear the King him- 
felf. 


Apud Edinburgum, xx. Martii, .4an0 Dom. 


Mop.txyv. 


Or AS MuCcH as divers feditious and 
wicked perfons have malicioufly fpread 
rumours, bruits, and privy whifperings a- 
mongft the lieges of this realm, flanderoufly 
and irreverently backbiting the King’s maje- 
fly, as that the late confpiracy and cruel mur- 
der, committed in prefence of the Queen’s high- 
uefs, and treafonably detaining of her maje- 
{ty’s noble perfonin captivity, was done at 
his commandment, by his counfel, affiftance 
and approbation: His grace, for removing 
of the evil opinion which the good fubjects 


may be induced to conceive, through fuch 
falfe 
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| falfe reports, and feditious rumours, hath as 
) well to the Queen’s majefty, as in prefence of 
) the Lords of fecret council, plainly declared 
) upon his honour, fidelity, and in the word of 
-aprince, that he never knew of any part of 

the faid treafonable confpiracy, whereof he is 
) flanderoufly and fakelefly @ traduced: Nor 
) never counfelled, commanded, confented, af- 
fitted, nor approved “of the fame. Thus 
) far only his highnefs overfaw himfelf, that at 
) the enticement and perfuafion of the faid 
| late confpirators, his Grace, without .the 
| the Queen’s majefty’s advice or knowledge, 
| confented to the bringing home forth of Eng- 
| land, of the Earls of Murray, Glencairn, 
| -Rothes and other perfons being there, with 
| whom her highnefs was offended > ; which 
he hath in nowife denied. And this is the 
| fimple, fincere and plain truth; to all and 
| fundry be it made known and manifeft by 
| thefe prefents. 


Mr. Archibald Douglas minifter, or parfon, 
of Douglas, who was one of the murderers 
of Rizio, and afterwards of the King him- Harn! 
felf, writes thus to Queen Mary concern- yh iq 
ing both; Prease ic your Majefty. Ire- ae 
: € ceived Na 


« i, e, Groundlefly or innocently. 
b And who werein a plot to murder himfelf. See 2- 
Bove, p. 201. 211 
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é ceived yours of the’xii. of December ; » atid. 


‘have feen fome part of the contents to 
€ Monfr. Mauviffiere, ambaffador to his moft 
¢ moft Chriftian Majefty : Both which are a- 

‘ greeable to your princely dignity ; as by the 
« one your highnefs defire is,to know the true 
‘ caufe of my banifhment; and your offers of 
‘ favour, if I fhall be innocent of the heinous 


‘ fa€&committed on the perfon of your husband | 
‘ of good memory. The faid ambaflador declar- 
¢ ed unto me, that if your husband’s murder’ 

6 could be laid upon me, you could not folli- | 


‘ cite my caufe, nor any perfon’s concerned in 
«that execrable fat; but would revenge the 
‘fame. Your majefty’s offer of the innocence 
‘ of that crime is moft favourable; and the de- 
¢ fire to know the fame moft equitable: And 
« therefore I fhall do the fame with all fimplici- 
‘ty, fincerity and truth, to the end your moft 
‘ princely dignity may be my helper, if my in- 
‘ nocency can fufficiently appear; and procure 
‘my condemnation, if 1 be culpable in any 
¢ thing, excepting the Knowledge of the evil 
‘ difpofed minds of the moft of the nobility, 
‘ again{t your {aid husband, and not revealing 
¢ of it; which I am aflured was as fufficient- 
‘Jy known to himfelf, and to all that had a 
‘ny judgment in that realm : Which I alfo 
‘was con{trained to underftand, as [ was 
* efpecially concerned between the Earlof 

VAOrhON, 


of King Henry Darnly. 299 


8 Morton, and a good number of the nobili- 
ty, thacthen, with all humility, interceeded 
| 

if at your majefty’s hands for his relief; as is 


| 
| 
more efpecially contained in the declaration 
following ; in which I am conftrained, for 
my own juftification,to call to your majefty’s 
remembrance, though I am affured, to 
my grief, the reading theteof will offend 
your princely mind. 
« May it pleafe your Majefty to remember, 
}« that in the year 1566, the faid Earl of Mor- 
© ton, with divers of the noblemen and gentle- 
men; were declared rebels to your Majefty, 
for the infolent murder committed in your 
ownchamber; which, they alledged, was 
done by command of your husband ; 
who affirmed that he was compelled by 
them to fubfcribe that warranty, given for 
that effe&. However, the truth of that 
matter remains among them; it 1s not my 
bufinefs.’ True it is; that I was one of 
that hamber, who heavily offended your 
Majefty, and pafled into France, the time 
of out banifhment, at the defire of the 
| © reft, humbly to beg your brother, the moft 
| ¢ chriftian King; to interceed for us: Altho? 
divers of rio fmall reputation in that realm, 
« were of opinion, that the faid fac merited 
rather to be requefted’ for; than pardon 
fed, oc,’ 
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Mr. Douglas is fo far miftaken, when he 
writes that the King faid he was compelled 
by the con{pirators to fubfcribe the warranty ; 
for we have feen, that he conftantly denied 
that ever he fubfcribed it, or was made privy 
to their defign ; and itis certain that he ever 
afterward bore them ill will. He once upon 
the zoth of September, refufed to enter the 
palace becaufe three or four Lords were then _ 
prefent with the Queen; and peremptorily 
infifted. that they fhould be gone, before he 
would condefcend to come in ; although, fay 
the Lords of the privy council, ‘ they were 
‘ three of the greatef{t Lords of the kingdom :’ 
Probably the Earls, .4rgyle; Murray, and 
Rothes ; for from the council+book it appears, 
that thefe three were at court about that 
time. He alfo urged that fecretary Lerhing- 
ton, Sir Zohn Bellenden, juaftice-clerk, and 
Mr. Fames Macgill clerk-regifter, fhould be 
turned out of their offices, for being acceffory 
to that murder. There was. however no clear 
proof, but only againft the clerk-regifter, 
who was therefore turned out and banifhed; 
altho’ there were no {mall grounds of fufpici- 
on again{t the other two ; for the juttice- 
clerk’s brother, and two of the fecretary’s 
fervants, were actually prefent at the commit- 
ting that impious deed. 

George 
® Bp. Keith’s hil. p. 349% 


of King Henry Darnly. oS ¥ 


Georcve Buchanan, treating of this affair, 
& 5 


| fays, ‘ Proclamation was made by a herauld, 


‘(and that not/without laughter, amidft fo 


‘much publick fadnefs) that no perfon fhould 


* fay that the king was either partaker in 
‘ David's flaughter, or privy to it:’? Which 
fentence is defeGtive in two refpeés; firft, 
as is ufual with him, in point of veracity ; 
for the proclamation is purely. declarae 
tive, without any authoritative injundion. 
Secondly, it is not very conformable to good 
fenfe: For let it be fuppofed that the King 


did really grant that warranty, yet none 


could have RndWit that befides himfelf and 
fome of the chief confpirators, and few of 
thofe too, feeing Archibald Douglas could 
not tell whether it was fo, or not; And they 
being all fled, others furely had no founda- 
tion for laughter, or derifion, on that account. 

After all Ido not believe but that they 
had indeed drawn up that paper before hand, 
in order to get it figned by the King; for 
had it been an after-compofition, it is reafon- 
able to think that fome wicked things that are 


in it, would certainly have been omitted, 
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a A Pie ae 


Of the moft material tran/faciions, 
from the murder of Rizio, to the 
murder of the King. 


TPon the fifth day of 4pri/, the Lords of 
L the sine council judged it moft com< 
modious for the common weal of the coun- 
try, ifit might ftand with the Queen’s ma- 
jelty’s pleafure, and with the health of her 
tne that fhe fhould remain in the caftle 
of Edinburgh, wll fhe fhould be deliver- 
ed of her birth. And in cafe her majefty 
fhould pafs to any other part to remain, the 
Soni fhould fill flay in Edinburgh, and 
{ome noblemen fhould abide with the Queen’s 
majefty, where her Grace remained @. 

great need for this precaution ; 
for by the laftdentence, ex scepting one, in 
Morion and Ruthven’s letter to Throkmorton 


—) 


There was 
ae HELGE W as 


above-recited >, it is certain enough that 
oe was a new confpi racy iN agitation a- 

10 i the reft of the religious brethren, for 
fais ‘ing them in fome tach manner as they 
had uted to bring home the brethren; which 
defign it feems was to haye been seeoimlith. 


ed 


a Bp. Keith’s Hift. fol, p. 335. >P. 265. 
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ed during the time that the Queen fhould 
have been in childbed. Sir Sames Mevill 
writes, that on the pretence for preventing 
any thing of this kind, *« the Earls of Hunt- 
¢ ly and Bothwell, together with the Bifhop of 
‘ Rofs, envying the favour which the Queen 
¢ fhewed to the Earl of Murray, took occa- 
¢ fion, when her majefty’s delivery drew near, 
‘to perfwade her to imprifon him, till fhe 
¢ fhould bedelivered, alledging that they were 
¢affuredly advertifed that he and his depen- 
¢ ders were refolved to bring home the banith- 
¢ edLords, even at the very time of her child- 
¢ bearing : For they thought if once he [ ur. 
¢ ray | were warded, they fhould find enough 
¢ of devices to caufe him to be kept and dif- 
‘ graced ; efpecially when he fhould be ab- 
¢ fent, and not have opportunity of anfwering 
¢ and refifting their calumnies: Whereof her 
¢ Majefty, (continues Mehill) gave mean 
¢ account, defiring me to mind her of their fe- 
‘cret defign§ againft Murray, without any 
¢juft caufe, flowing only from their own 
¢ hatred, who had devifed the fame. 

Tt hath been fhewn already, by the teftimo- 
ny of Morton and Ruthven themfelves «, that 
they did expeé to be foon relieved by Mur. 
ray and their other affociates, in like manner 
as they had lately relieved him : And it is 
pretty 
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pretty certam that the privy council were 
very apprehenfive of fuch a defion, when, by 
their act already mentioned, they find it moft 
convenient for the common weal, that, if it 
might ftand with her Majefty’s pleafure, and 
health of her body, fhe fhould remain with: 
in the caftle of Edinburgh till her deliverance : 
for both that caftle and Stirling-caftle are 
unhealthful places; on which account the 
Queen would have chofen neither of them ; 
nor would her council have given her fuch 
advice, had it not been to difappoint confpi- 
racies. Any man therefore, whois acquaint: 
ed with Me/vill’s other treacherous practices, 
will be apt to conclude, not only that his nar- 
rative of this matter is full of grofs prevari- 
cations, but alfo that he himfelf has been in 
that very plot, which he denies to have exift- 
ed; and inthis he feems to have ferved the 
mother juft as truftily as he afterwards ferved 
her fon, when, being fent by him with fome dif- 
patches, he both acted contrary to his commit 
fion, and forgot to return with the an{wers : 
For which his Majefty gave him only this 
gentle reproof, that he was Corbie’s meffen- 
ger*, as we are informed by himfelf. 
Melvill however writes, ‘ that the Queen 
¢ went to Szirling, intending to ly in'there: 
‘ Thither 
a A proverb with us, alluding to the raven fent out of 
theark by Noah. See Melvill’s memoirs, p. 170. 
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¢ Thither the King followed her, and from 
«that to Allzway. Atlength fhe came back 
“to the caftle of Edinburgh ; and that it was 
‘ thought fhe fled from the King’s company.’ 
In which there is no appearance of truth, It 
is evident from records under the great 
feal and privy feal, by the council book, and 
by original letters of that time, that the 
Queen had not gone to Stiri:ng before the 
sth of April, when the a& of council was 
made about her remaining in the cattle of E- 
dinburgh ; and it is highly improbable, that, 
‘after the at was made, fhe fhould have chan- 
ged her mind. An hundred evidences I have 
feen, that fhe was at Edinburgh from the 
xix. day of March, ull Fuly, but have met 
with none that could fhew her to have been 
elfewhere. Knox alfo informs us, that about 
Enafter the King went to Stirling ; that great 
numbers reforted to mafs in the chapel of Ho- 
ly-rood-houfe, albeit the Queen remained fill 
in the caftle, with her priefts of the chapel- 
royal. To the fame purpofe too Buchanan 
writes, ‘ that feon after the zdes, or xii. day-of 
¢ April, the Queen perceiving the time of her 
* delivery to approach, retired into the caftle 
‘ of Edinburgh’. But asthe folemnized the feat 
of Hafler there, which that year happened on 
the xiv. day of April, it is certain enough 
that fhe muft have retired thither rather be- 
fore 
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fore thé thirteenth day, than after it. And if 
that caftle of Edinburgh fhe brought forth het 
fon, upon the xix: day of une Mpvixvi. 
about ten o’clock in the forenoon. 

The Queen; upon her recovery, paft to 
Alloway by water, in the end of the next 
month of Zuly; fo that Melvill has inverted 
the order of time, when he writes that this 
was before ler delivery. Small anachronifms 
of this fort are too common, and although 
they ate not fo unpardonable, when people fall 
into them without defign, yet do they fome- 
times contribute to confound the truth of 
hiftory; no lefs than pure fictions: George 
Buchanan’s account of this matter is, ¢ “Fhat 
‘ the Queen, fearing as it were; left her favour 
‘to the Earl of Bothwell fhould not be fuffi- 
‘ciently manifefted, once upon a day, very 
< early in the morning, with one or two atten- 
« dants pafled down to Newhaven, and with: 
¢ out letting any mortal know whither fhe was 
“ hurrying, went on board a fmall veflel that 
‘lay there in readinefs. It had been prepa- 
‘ed by William and Edmund Blackaders, 
‘ Edward Roberifon and Thomas ‘Dick/fon, all 
‘ of them dependants on the Earl of Bothwell, 
‘and pirates notorious, for rapacity. With 
this retinue of robbers then, fays he, to the 
‘ great aftonifhment of all good men, fhe pitt to 


¢ fea, without taking alongft with her fo much 
as 
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* as one of her fervants of higher rank: And 
‘in Alloway caftle, where the fhip arrived, 
‘ fhe demeaned herfelf for fome days, as if fhe 
© had forgot not only royal dignity, but even 
‘ the modefty of matron.’ In which narrati- 
on there are not a few blemifhes: As, 77/7, 
when he affirms, that the Queen made thistour 
in order tomanifeft her great regard to Both- 
well, and yet doth not make it to appear from 
any thing that he fays, that Bothwell was in 
her retinue. Secondly, when he tells that no 
body knew whither her Majefty was bound ; 


and with the fame breath acquaints us, that 


a fhip lay in readinefs for receiving her. How- 
ever, if it fhall be asked, Whether Bothwell 
did not a&tually accompany the Queen to .4/- 
Joway, at this jun&ure? It is moft probable 
that he did; for if he was not either fick, or 
abfent upon neceflary bufinefs, it furely well 
became him, as hereditary admiral of Scotland, 
to attend the Queen by fea. Hence alfo the 
reafon is evident, why William and Edmund 
Blacaders, together with the reft of Both. 
well’s dependents, did prepare the fhip for 
the Queen, even becaufe they were the Lord 
high admiral’s captains and officers. Thefe are 
the men whom Buchanan calls noted pirates ; 
although it had never been heard that the 
Earl of Bothwel] admiral, or his officers, 


had been concerned in any pitacies, Buchan- 
{f an 
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an copied thefe tales into his hiftory, out of jj 
his own infamous detection, but not withthat § 
{mall confiftency and coherence in which 
they ftand there: And in writing his detecti- 
on, he took the hint from a paper which 
Murray prefented to Queen Elizabeth at the 
conferences at Weftminfier, where, among 
many other {tories, which can be proved to 
be untruths, from publick records, they fay, 
That July 20. or thereabouts Queen Mary 


fled the King’s company, and paft by boat with 


the pirates to Alloway, where the King com- 
ing, was repulfed +. 

But fhe had not, according to George Bu- 
chanan, fo much as one fervant or Officer of 
rank, or note, in her train. If fo, the Earl 
of Bothwell furely was not there, for he was 
the greateft officer within the kingdom, both 
by fea and land: And if neither he, nor any 
other officer or fervant of any rank went 
along ; this expedition could in no ways an- 
fwer the end of manifefting her Majefty’s 
high regard for that Earl, for which Bucha- 
nan {ays it was intended, “The truth of the 
matter is, the Queen actually had her mini- 
{ters of ftate about her, as is evident by a 
number of charters under both the great and 
privy feals, as alfo her privy council, which 
met at Alloway upon the xxviii. of Zuly, as 

ap- 


a See Anderfon’s collections, vol. 2.p. 269. 
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appears from their publick proclamation of 
that date, ‘charging all Lords, Barons, Free- 
‘holders, dc. within the fheriffdomes of E- 
‘ dinburgh, Berwick, Selkirk, Peblis, La- 
« nark, Renfrew, Clackmannan, Kinrofs, Fife, 
‘and within the conftabulary of Headington, 
‘ that they, with their fubftantial houfholders 
< and friends, all furnifhed in warlike manner; 
‘fhould come to Peblis, upon the xn. 

‘ day of 4ugu/? to meet the King and Queen, 
‘who for punifhing offenders, and efta- 
‘blifhing juftice univerfally, were to pals 
© through the whole realm, beginning at the 
‘borders.?. Which proclamation is ingrofled 
in the record of privy-council, From which 
record it alfo appears that the Queen had 
not gone to Alloway fo foon asthe xx. day 
of Fuly, as Murray and Morton did affert ; 
for by another aé& entered therein, we find 
that the King, the Queen and privy-council 
were all at Edinburgh upon the xxiv. and 
that her Majefty was ftill at Edimourgh upon 
the xxv. of that month, appears by a charter 
under the privy feal+. They had returned 
to Edinburgh upon the xxix. on account of 
fome bufinefs, as it would feem, which could 
not well betranfacted elfewhere; for there 
are charters granted both at Alloway and 
Edinburgh that very day>, And there are 
{2 others 


a P.S. Reg. lib. 35. fol. 56. > Ibid, fol 60. Oce 


—— 


SO ee 


294 Inquiry into the Murder 
others bearing date at Holy-rood-houfe upon 


the xxxi. On which day alfo the privy- 


council fitting at Edinburgh did appoint let-- 
ters to be direéted to the provoft, baillies, and 
inhabitants of Fedburgh, charging them to 
prepare meat, drink, and lodgings for men and 
horfes for the aflizes or juftice court appointed 
to be held there upon the xvii. day of Auguft, 
at which the King and Queen declared they 
intended to be prefent. Upon the firft day 
of Auguft, it feems the Queen and ccurt 
went back again to Alloway ; for there are 
charters granted both at Edinburgh and AL- 
doway bearing that date « Nor was her 
Majefty attended to that place by her pri- 
vy council and officers of ftate only, but 
alfo by Monfr. de Mauviffiere the French am- 
baffador : And the King her husband was 
pleafed to flay there two nights ; although 
Buchanan writes, ‘That when the King had 
‘ followed her to Alloway by land, he hard- 
“ly got a few hours allowed him for his 
‘fervants to refrefh themfelves; but as a 
‘ troublefome difturber of her pleafures, he 
‘was commanded to return to the place 
‘from whencehe came.? Now the Queen 
at this fecond time did not ftay at that 
place above two or three nights, at moft; for ” 

WG 
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we find that upon the iv. day of Augult 
fhe was come back to Edinburgh». 

Before the middle of the month of Augu/?, 
the King and Queen had paft to their foreft 
of Ettrick,to recreate themfelves by hunting 
the deer >; but the game had been fo entire- 
ly deftroyed, that they could get no paftime 
there of that kind, as they themfelves declare, 
ih their privy council holden at Rodono the 
xvi. day of that month, at which time they 
enacted a proclamation to be made for obfer- 
ving the aéts of parliament and former procla- 
mations againft fhooting deer : Neverthelefs 
| they remained in that country for fome days, 
| and were at Traquair the xix. day of that 
| months. From thence their Majefties went 
towards the weftern Highlands to hunt there, 
and were at Drymen on the xxx. day of 
Auguft 4, and they had come to Stirling in 
the beginning of September ¢. 

George Buchanan’s poetical fancy feems to 
have been much exhaufted when he wrote of 
thefe matters ; and being unable to invent a- 
ny particular fcandal on this occafion, he in- f 
velopes himfelf under a general one ; for with ug 
him the Queen his great benefaétrefs, whe- ie 
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ther her husband was with her or not, muft 
be abufed continually: ‘In the time of 
‘thefe huntings, fays he, how peevifhly, 
‘ how prefumptuoufly, and difdainfully fhe 
‘behaved to the King, what need I to re- 
‘ hearfe ? For the thing was done in the face 
‘ of the world, and is imprinted in their me- 
‘morics.’ So have I frequently known in- 
confiderate people, when pofed for an im- 
probable or incredible ftory, to alledge that 
every body knew the matter to be fo, when 
notwith{tanding they were not able to con- 
defcend upon one fingle perfon by name. 
This calumny is fo inconfiftent with the 
Queen’s well known mildnefs, genteel beha- 
viour, and conftant equal temper of mind, that 
it alone by itfelf, might fuffice to difgrace ten 
Buchanans, and to difcredit his hiftories, in fo 
far as they depend upon his own affertions, 
with all men of ordinary judgment. But why 
“Should one confume time in refuting him in 
his vague generals, when, by records and 
authentick deeds, he ftands fo amply and 
clearly convicted of forgery and impudent 
falfhood, in all the particulars which he hath 
amafled to the Queen’s difparagement. 
‘Towards the end of September, the Queen, 
at the requeft of her privy-council, returned 
from Stirling to Edinburgh, to give orders a- 
bout fome affairs of ftate, which, without 
her 


of King Wenry Darnly. 294 
her perfonal prefence, could not be got dif 
patched. She defired that the King her hus- 
band would accompany her, but it was his 
choice to remain at Stirling. She had been 
but few days at Edinburgh, when the recei- 
ved a letter from the Earl of Lenox the King’s 
father, acquainting her, that his fon had a 


_ projeét in his head of retiring out of the king- 


dom beyond fea, ina fort of defpair ; for 
which purpofe he had a fhip lying in readi- 
nefs : That he had endeavoured to divert his 
fon from that enterprife, but all in vain : 


_defiring therefore that her Majefty would ufe 


her influence with her husband to that effect. 
The king himfelf alfo had before this time 
acquainted Mr. Le Croc the French ambal- 
fador at Stirling that he had fuch a defign. 
The Queen received the Earl of Lenox’s let- - 
ter upon the xxix. day of September, and 
that fame day the King himfelf arrived at ten 
o’clock at night, but refufed to enter the 
palace, becaufe three or four Lords were 
there prefent with the Queen ; and peremp- 
torily infifted that they fhould be gone, be- 
fore he would ‘condefcend to come in* 
‘Therefore the Queen was obliged to go out 
without the palace to meet him, and conduct 
him into her own apartment. ‘The Queen 
acquainted him when a-bed with the Oe 
Q 


* See above, p. 284. 
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of his father’s letter ; befeeching: him to de: 
clare his reafons for his intended voyage ; 
but could get no fatisfaction. On the mor- 
row therefore fhe conveened her privy-coun- 
cil, together with the French ambaflador ; 
and Fohn Lefly Bifhop of Refs, by the 
Queen’s commandment, declared the King’s 
intention before them; and his father’s 
letter was produced and read in their pre- 
fence. Which being done, firft the Lords 
of privy-council defired the King to ac- 
quaint them, whether he had taken a refolu- 
tion to depart out of the realm by fea ? And 
if he had, for what reafon, and upon what 
defign ? But he {eemed to have no inclination 


‘to give them any fatisfaétion, ‘Then the 


Queen, taking him by the hand, befought 
him for God’s fake to declare whether fhe 
had given him any occafion for any fuch in- 


“tention 2 And entreated that he would deal 


plainly, and not fpare her. Laftly, the 
French ambaflador addreffed him in terms 
becoming his character, when called to be pre. 
fent about an affair fo extraordinary. But he 
would not acknowledge that he intended any 
fuch voyage, or laboured under any difcon- 
tent. In particular he declared, that the 
Queen had given him no ground for any ; 
and with that he left the chamber of prefence, 


wing thefe words to her Majefty, 4 


dieu, 
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dieu, Madam, you fhall not fee my face for along 
while: And bidding farewell to the French 
ambaflador, and alfo to the Lords of privy- 
council. Soon thereafter he fent a letter to 
the Queen, written in a fort of difgtiifed ftile, 
fignifying that he ftill had a defign to leave 
the kingdom, and exptefling the reafons of his 
difpleafure; which were two: Viz. Vhat 
her Majefty trufted him not with fo much aus 
thority; not was now at fuch pains to ad. 
vance him; and make him tobe honoured in 
the nation, as at firft: And that no body ats 
tended him; for the nobility did forfake his 


company. To wit, he wanted to have the 


whole adminiftration put into his hands; but 
how tnwifely the Queen would have atted if 
fhe had done fo, muft be obviotis to every 
body. It hath been fhewn already *, by the 
mutual contra&s betwixt him and Murray, 
and his party, that he had a defign to diveft 
the Queen of the government, entirely by 
their- means, and to feize it himfelf: And 
this they had obliged themfelves to bring a- 
bout, and to banifh or flay every mortal that 
fhould oppofe or gainfay him in that matter, 
providing that he would prevent their forfei- 
ture. He had fulfilled:-his part: But they 
were fo unthankful, that they fhunned his 
company: And feeing they did fo, who had 
Caf res 
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receivd fo great a favour by his means, it was 
not to be wondered at, if others of the nobili- 
ty, whom he and Murray, &c. had deftined 
for deftruétion, fhould fhun him alfo. 
King Henry being thus gulled and difap- 
pointed by Murray and his party, and ha- 
ving no reafonto expeé any other afliftants 
at home for ‘aca his defign, he de- 
ermined to feek help from abroad : For that 
feems to have been the end of his intended 
journey. ‘ He wrote, fays Knox, to the Pope, 
«tothe King of Spain, and to the King of 
« France, complaining of the {tate of the coun: 
‘try, which was all out of -order ; all be- 
‘ caufe that mafs and popery were not again 
‘ erected ; giving the whole blame thereof to 
‘the Queen, as not managing the catholick 


€caufe aright. By fome knave, fays he, this 


‘ poor Prince was betrayed ; andthe Queen 
got a copy of thefe letters into her hands, 
‘and therefore threatned him fore: And 
there was never after that any appearance 
of love betwixt them.’ ‘Kvox ought not to 
have written the laft part of this fentericiad : 
for furcly there was appearance of love, ol 
the Queen’s fide at leaft: Andthat her Ma- 
jefty threatned her husband, is fo inconfiftent 
with every part of her condua, of which we 
have any certainty, that it can never meet 
with 
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with credit upon the bare authority of a man 


like Know. 


The relation which is here given of the 
King’s intended journey, is taken from the 
accounts of that matter which were fent to the 
court of France, both by the privy council of 
Scotland, and by the French ambafiador, in the 
month of Ofober. But George Buchanan tells 
another ftory. ‘To make his narration tally 
the better with the forged letters, he puts off 
this affair, which really was tranfacted in 
| September,. till Fanuary thereafter. ‘ When 
f «the Queen heard, fayshe, that the King 
| ‘ was recovered, as having overcome the poi- 
| «fon, by the vigour of his youth, and ftrength 
‘ of his natural conftitution, a new plot was 
‘ devifed for cutting him off, and fome of the 
‘nobility were made privy to the wicked 
‘defign; when inthe mean time news was 
‘brought her, that the King purpofed to fly 
_ &to France or Spain, and that be had con- 
‘ferred on that affair with fome Engli/hmen, 
‘who hada fhip flationed in the Frith of 
‘ Clyde : Some were of opinion that a proper 
‘ opportunity prefented itfelf why the Queen 
‘ fhould fend for him,and if he refufed to come, 
‘that he fhould be flain openly : Nor were 
¢ there wanting people who promifed their af- 
é fiftance. Others advifed that the wicked 
‘ deed fhould be executed privately: ‘They 
C562 * all 
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‘ all agreed, that it ought to be done fpeedily, 
‘before he were throughly recovered.’ And 
yet.we fee from the beft authorities, that this 
matter had been examined and canvafled in 
council in his own prefence, and the bufinefs 
all over, ina manner dire&ly oppofite, about 
three months before he fell fick, Andit may 
be doubted whether an example ean be given, 
where any other hiftorian before Buchanan, 
ever dared to fly {fo confidently and fully in 
he face of a truth, fo well knownin his own 
time, as Buchanan hath done here, 

Their Majefties, as has been faid already, 
had determined to hold affizes’ throughout 
the kingdom, and to be ia oie prefent 
eat: For this ae the aa had re- 


perfons who had any a » Se to purfue or de- 
been forewarned thereof by procla- 
mation, as appears by the aét of the privy coun- 
cil the xxi. day of uly. Upon the xxviii, 
day ef the fame month it had been refolved in 
council, to begin to hold the firft of thefe courts 
Yedburgh, upon the xvii. day of t Auguft, 
ats fambidn the area gentiemen, and 
free holders, ec. of feveral adjacent fhires, to 
meet their Matefties at Peds upon the 
xii. day of that month; and upon the laft 
day of Fuly the magiftrates and inhabitants 
of Fedburgh, were charged to prepare meat, 
| drink 
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drink and lodging for men and horfes? - Bur 


becaufe the harveft was approaching, the mat- 


ter was adjourned by another ac of the privy 
council, dated at Edinburgh the viii. day of 
Auguft. "Then upon the xxiv. of September 
the privy council appointed the noblemen and 
gentlemen, &’c. of the feveral adjacent fhires, 
to be charged by publick proclamation, to 
meet their Majefties at Melro/s, upon the viii. 
day of Oover ; but before that day came, 
the King had abfented himfelf; and the 
Queen was obliged to go without him. 

A day or two > before fhe took this jour- 
ney, the Earl of Bothwell, Lord-lieutenant of 
the marches, went before to bring in fome of 
the El/iots, a {mall unruly tribe, living near 
the borders, who, with the affliftance of iome 
of their neighbours, and the connivance of 
the Exgli/h wardens, had raifed confiderable 
difturbances in favour of the Earl of Mrion 
and hisaffociates. But they had before-hand 
refolved to affaflinate Bothwell. And accor- 
dingly one of them aflaulted him unawares, 
whom, it feems, he flew, but not till he him- 
felf was firft grievoufly wounded. 

As the firft reports concerning matters of 
this nature, are often not very conformable to 

truth, 


‘a See above, p. 294. >It could be no fooner, for the 
Farl Bothwell {atin a convention at Edinburgh, Septem- 
ber vi. Aeg. P. G, 
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truth, news came to Zedburgh that the Earl 
of Bothwell and fome of his men were flain, 
or rather the news were firft difperfed at Fed J 
burgh, for nothing lefs was defigned, and no- 
thing lefs expected by fome people there, as 
{hall be made appear immediately. Next 
day therefore, being the xvi. of October 4, the 
Queen and council paft from Fedburgh to the 
Hermitage, with an armed force, to quell the 
infurreétion ; but the affaffines had- taken re- 
| fuge in England, as had been concerted be- 
| twixt them and the Engli/fh wardens. The 
Queen thinking it unfafe to truft her perfon 
farther in fo bad neighbourhod, hafted back 
to Fedburgh that very night: And doubtlefs 
had fhe known that fome of the principal con- 
trivers of the plot to murder Bothwell were 
in her own retinue, namely the Earl of Adur- 
ray and his affociates, fhe would have been 
(ill more afraid. They had not only form. 
ed the plot, but had likewife imparted their 
defign, and the manner of accomplifhing it to 
the Earl of Bedford, Lieutenant of the Eng/i/h 
marches, a man very zealous for reforma- 
tion, who, upon the 3d of Augu/?, writes thus 
to fecretary Cecil >, « “Lhe lairds of Brunfton 
‘and 


a'The Queen grants a charter at the Armitage. xvi. 
day of Odtober Mpuxvi. Reg. priv. Sigil. ld. xxv. fol. 


77° 
b Original Cotton Lib, Calig. B. 10. fol. 38a 
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‘and Elphinfion, who were abroad with the 
‘ Earl of Morton, have, by the Earl of Mur- 
“ ray’s means, got their pardon, and are gone 
‘home. The Queen thinketh, as I hear, 
‘thatthe Earl of Morton is returned home, 
‘and is come to the Lady of Crawfurd, who 
‘of old time hath been-a friend of his after 
‘the Scotti/> manner: And there he is with 
‘her; and the Queen fent a company to 
‘ fearch for him. She meaneth fhortly to go 
€againft the laird of Ce/sfurd and his fon, 
‘with a great force, and to keep a juftice 
‘court at Yedworth for that purpofe: But 
‘ fome doubt ifit be kept. ‘Then Bothwell 
‘ fhall come with a force, and fubdue all. 
‘But the gentlemen, as’ the Lord Home, 
‘lairds of Ce/sfurd and Buccleugh, and the 
‘reft of the firname, do promife to live and 
die with Ce/sfurd, and to withftand Boté- 
‘well, unlefs the Queen come in perfon,’ 

‘The Elliots; who, we feared would be- 
‘come our open eneimies, have fent to the 
‘Lord Warden and me, to fuffer them to ly 
‘ five or fix days upon our borders: And we 
‘anfwered, As much as we might do, with. 
out breach of amity, and as the treaty will 
“any ways bear, we will fhew them favour. 
And they promife us all quietnefs and good 
neighbourhood,’ 
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Again upon the xit. day of Augu/t, he 
writes to Cecil in thefe words 4, ‘ I have 
<heatd fince Mauviffiere’s going thence, that 
‘the King and Queen have bedded together; 
‘whereby, ’tis thought, fome better agree- 
‘ment may enfue. “The journey to ‘/ed- 
«burgh holdeth not. Pray remember the 
¢Jaird of Grange, for were it not for him, the 
‘Queen’s Majefty in this refpeé [of privy 
«intelligence | had. been but ill ferved. He 
‘hath right: well deferved, and therefore I 
<gruft you will have confideration.of him.’ 

¢] HAVE HEARD that there is a DEVICE 
¢ working for the Earl of Bothwell ; the pars 
¢ ticularities whereof Iemight have. heard: 
¢ But becaufe sucH DEALINGS like me not, 
«J defire to hear no further thereof, CoC: 

The Queen in returning from the Her ini- 
tage, was fo far affeted by the night air, 
that the next day, being T hur fday the xvil. 
of OGober, the was feized with a malignant 
fever, which continued to increafe till the xxii. 
when fhe found fome fmall relief, but upon 
the xxiv. fhe relapfed, and {wooned away. 
On the xxv. at fix in the morning, fhe lay as 
if fhe had been quite dead for a confiderable 
time; then falling into a great {weat, the fee 


ver left her > ina very weakly condition. 
Let 


a Ibid. fol. 382. > See the letters from Monfr. le 
Croc and the Bp. of Rofs, to the Abp. of Glafgow, in 
the Append, to Bp. Keith’s hift. pa 133. 
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Let George Buchanan’s account of the 


Queen’s ficknefs be compared with thefe un- 


queftionable fads, and it. will raife in every 


one‘a juft notion of the religion, modefty and 
veracity of the man. ‘ The Queen, fays he, 
“upon her return to Fedburgh, furnifhes and 


‘ prepares every thing for tranfporting Both- 
‘ wellthither, with the higheft anxiety and 
‘ diligence: And after he was brought, their 
‘ cohabitation and familiarity was little to 
‘ the credit of either. Inwhich place, whether 
‘ by reafon of their toils by night and by day, 
‘not very feemly even for themfelves, but 
« difgraceful in the people’s eyes ; or whe- 
«ther thro’ fome fecret providence of God ; 
‘ihe Queen contracted a diftemper fo ex- 
treme and peftilent, that no body entertain- 


«ed almoft any hopes of her life.’ 


From what. we have feen already, the 
Queen was moft certainly in extreme danger 
of her life; butas to the other ftrange and 
unbecoming attions here enumerated, feeing 
they could not have happened, unlefs be- 
twixt Vednefday late in the night, when the 
Queen returned to Fedburgh, and T hurfday’s 
morning,. when fhe fickened ; let the pro- 
blem, Whether they could poflibly have hap- 
pened at all, or not, be difcufled. betwixt Buw- 
chanan’s moft hardy defenders, and {cythe- 
bearing Time, Buchanan further, adds, ‘ that 
uu how 
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‘how foon the King was informed of the | 
‘ Queen’s ficknefs, he hafted to Fedburgh by 


Cy ; e ; oo 
fournies exceeding great :”. Although the | 


road betwixt Sedburgh and Sterling, from 


whence, he fays, the King came, will not | 


make one exceedingly great day’s journey. 
The like he had written a little before, of the 
Queen’s marching to the Hermitage, by great 


journies ; and to make his ftory pafs the bet- 


i re a i - , to 


ter, he affirms that fhe pofted thither from | 


Borthwick ; whereas it appears from the pri- 
vy council book 2, and other records, that 
her Majefty had been at Zedburgh about eight 
days before fhe fet out for the Hermitage : 
and the diftance betwixt thefe places is only 
about eighteen miles. Such reprefentations 
are proper enough for mifleading foreigners, 
who know not the diftance betwixt thefe pla- 
ces ; but how great muft his confidence have 
been who publifhed them amongft the natives! 
The worft of ail is,that the King came not to 
enquire for the Queen all the time that fhe had 
the fever, nor for fome days after it had left 
her. The French ambaflador writes in his 

let- 


a An actof the privy council at Jedburgh, decimo Offo- 
bris 1566, for regulating the price of victuals, begins thus : 
FORSAMEKILAS, after the Queen’s majeftie’s coming 
to the burgh of Jedburgh, complaint was made to her 
highnefs of the greatexorbitant derth raifit, and extorfi- 
on ufit upon the fubjects repairing thereto in herHienefs’s 
company, @c. 
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letter dated at Fedburgh the xxiv. day of Odfo- 
ber, that the King was at Gla/gow,and had not 
as yet come there, tho’ he had been advertifed 
of her Majefty’s ficknefs, and had time enough 
to have come, had he been willing: This isa 
fault, fays he, for which I can make no apolo- 
gy +, And by a letter from the Bifhop of Ro/s, 
mentioned already, it appears that he was not 
yetarrived at Zedéurgh upon the xxvil. What 
reception or entertainment he met with when 
he came, I cannot precilely affirm; but furely 
it would not be the better that the Queen was 
indifpofed. 

After ftaying near a month at ‘Zedburgh, 
the Queen, with eight hundred, or a thou- 
fand horfemen in her retinue, firft came to 
Kelfo, where the privy council fat upon the 
fifth and tenth days of November: ‘Then 
taking a tour by Berwick, and along the 
coaft by “Dunbar, fhe came to Crazgmillar in 
the neighbourhood of Edinburgh, on or before 
the xxiv. day of that month; where fhe tar- 
ried for the moft part till the xiii. of Decem- 
ber>, that fhe went towards Stirling, for 
baptizing the Prince. 

George Buchanan reprefents this whole af. 


‘fair of holding courts of juftice on the bor- 


uu 2 ders, 


a Append. to Bp. Keith’s hift. p. 133. 
b The Queen was at Linlithgow the xiii. of December 
On her way to Stirling, Keg. PS. id. 36. fol. 49. 
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ders, as if it had been only a jaunt for \plea- 
fure, from place to place, betwixt the Queen 
and Bothwell ; and it is reprefented in. the 
fame manner in a falfe journal of her pros 


ceedings, prefented to Queen Elizabeth and | 


her court by the Earl of Murray, in the 
Year 1568 *. Whereas fhe wasattended by 
her whole court and council, anda great arm- 
ed force, for adminiftration of juflice, accord- 
ing to the cuftom of her predeceffors. Oné 
may fee in Howard’s colle&ion of letters », 
that her father held courts for the like purpofe 
in thefe very places, Zedburgh, the Hermitage, 
and Kelfo, in: Fanuary Mpxii. And that 
her mother had done the fame in the months 
of “Zune and uly, in the-year Mpuiv. is to 
be feen in Strype’s memorials ¢, © But fuch is 
the wickednefs of our hiftorian, that outof the 
moft innocent, juft and neceflary tranfactions, 
he extracts reproach and fcandal againft the 
Queen. ‘ While the Queen and Bothwell, 
‘fays he 4, were yet both fick, fhe of her 
‘fever, and he of his wound, fhe, ‘in great 
‘feeblenefs of her body, paid ‘him ‘vifits -e- 
‘very day : And when both began to be 
“a little better, ‘but before they had fuff- 
“ciently recovered ftrength, they | return- 
‘ ed to their wonted paftime, and fo publick- 


ly 


2 Append.» p. 247. 6 P, 169. Vol 3: p. 137 
4 Detection & hilt. lib. 183 - ry Pet) 
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‘ly too, that they feemed to dread nothing 
‘ more than that their lewdnefs fhould be un- 
‘known. He had forgotten that he had 
immediately before brought the very fame 
charge againtt them, when Bothwell’s wounds 
were yet quite green, and while all other cir- 
cumftances of time and place rendered the 
thing impoflible «| No man furely could have 
written thus, who was not himfelf poflefled 
of a very lewd heart. his agrees with the 
fhort chara@ter which the Queen herfelf gave 
ofhim, ‘ Buchanan is known to be a LEwD 
‘man andArueist >. His naughty poems 
ferve likewife to confirm the firft part of this 
charaéter ; andhis affifting in the forgery of 
letters to Bothwell, and then offering to {wear 
them upon the Queen ¢, feems to juftify the 
Jaft part of it: And therefore it ought to have 
had a place amongft the teftimonies concern- 
ing him, prefixed to his works, rather than 
many of the reft, which are altogether falfe. 
During her Majefty’s flay at Craigmillar, 
Murray, ftill purfuing the old confpiracy; 
which he had formed againft the King’s life: 
on a morning in the beginning of December, 
he and fecretary Lethington came to the Earl 
of Argyle’s chamber, who was yet a-bed; 
andafter lamenting the banifhment of the Earl 


of 


4 See above, P. 307. b Letter from the Earl of 
Shrewsbury and Mr. Beal to Queen Elizabeth. Cotton. 
libr. Calig. c.g. © Append. p. 142. 
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of Morton, the Lords Lindfay and Ruthven, 
with the reftof their faction, they faid, thatthe 
“occafion of the murder of David Rizio, who 
was flain in the Queen’s majefty’s prefence, 
was to trouble and ftop the parliament in 
which the Earl of Murray fhould have been 
declared rebel and forfeited : And feeing that 
the fame was done for the Earl of Murray’s 
welfare, it would be efteemed ingratitude in 
him, if he, and his friends, in reciprocal 
manner, did not enterprize all that was in 
their power for the relief of thofe banifhed 
perfons : Whereof they thought that 4r- 
gyle, for his part, fhould have been as defir- 
ous as they were. Argyle agreed to do for 
their relief every thing in his power that 
would not offend the Queen. | Lethington 
told him, That the moft ready and beft way to 
obtain Morton’s pardon, was to promife to 
the Queen, to find means to divorce her Ma- 
jefty from the King her husband, who had fo 
highly offended her. Argyle doubted how 
that could be done. Upon which Lething- 
ton undertook that Murray and he himfelf 
fhould find the means to make the Queen 
quit [free | of him, if Argyle and the Earl 
of Huntly would only. wink at the matter : 
They applied to Argyle firft, becaufe it was 
moft probable and reafonable that he fhould 
exert himfelf for the relief of Adzrton, feeing 
he 
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he himfelf, as well as Murray and the others, 
had efcaped from being forfeited by Morton's 
means. Then they fent for the Earl of Huzt- 
/y, and propounded the matter to him ; and, 
for his confent, promifed that they fhould ger 
him reftored to his lands and offices, to which 
he had as yet been reftored only in part, and 
the act of forfeiture againft him: and his 
friends ftood ftill unreduced: In which 
matter they affured him not only of their own 
friendfhip and affiftance, but alfo that AZor- 
ton and his accomplices fhould do the like, 


| Huntly anfwered, thathe fhould make no ftop 


to any thing that might be profitable and ho= 


-hourable, and efpecially wherein the Queen’s. 


pleafure and welfare might confit. Then 
they all four went tothe Earl of Bothwell’s 
chamber, to found his mind, and get his ad- 
vice in the matter, who did not gainfay any 
more than the others; and no wonder, for 
Huntly was his brother-in-law ; on which ac- 
count he would be ready to ftudy his advan- 
tage. Befides Murray and Lethington had 
made all the other three believe that the pro- 
pofal had come originally from the Queen. 
In the laft place, all thefe five perfons 
went together to her majefty ; and Lethington 
having recounted a great number of grievous 
and intolerable offences that the King her 
husband had moft ungratefully given her, 
and 
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and how he.every day proceeded from illto 
worfe, he propofed, that if her Majefty would 
pardon the Earl of Morton, and the Lords 
Ruthven and Lind/ay, with their accomplices, 


he and the others then prefent fhould find | 


means to procure her divorce from her hus- 
band, in which matter her majefty fhould not 
need to interméddle ; enlarging’ upon the 
ereat neceflity that fhe had to take ‘refolution 
therein for herown eafe and that of the realm, 


becaufe he troubled both herfelf and all of § 
them, and. would not ceafe tillhe didher | 
fome evil turn, to'which it would be difficult | 


for her to find a remedy. 

The Queen anfwered, That fhe wonld 
hear them only upon two conditions: Firft, 
that the divorce could be made lawfully; 


ease ac _ a eittiaal 


and fecondly, that it would not be prejudici- |} 
al to her fon: Otherwife fhe would rather | 


endure all. torments than confent. . That per- 
haps her husband would change his opinion ; 
and that it were better that ‘fhe herfelf fhould 
pals to France for fome time, till he fhould 
acknowledge himfelf. They undertook to 


bring about every thing rightly for her wel- | 


fare, and the fecurity of her fon. But the | 
Queen difcharged them to do any thing which | 


: 
. 


might {pot her honour or confcience, praying | 


them rather to'let things continue in the fame | 


Effate in which they were, abiding till God 
| of | 
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of his goodnefs fhould provide a remedy : 
That they, believing to do her a fervice, 
might pofiibly do fomething that might turn 


7 


to her difpleafure. But Lethington {till infitt- 


ed that her Majefty would leave the manage- 


ment of the matter to them, and then fhe 
fhould fee nothing but what was good, and 
all approved by. parliament. For thefe rea- 
fons, the Earls of Huntly and Argyle did de- 
clare that, as the murder of the King follow- 
ed foon thereafter, ¢ they judged in their 
é con{ciences, and held for certain truth, 
‘ that the Earl of Murray and fecretary Le- 
« thingten, were the authors, inventers, devi- 
¢ fers, counfellors, and caufers of his murder, 
‘in whatfoever manner, or by what perfons 
‘ foever the fame was executed :’ As may 
be feen at length in their proteftation upon 
that head «, And it is thought that no man 
in his fenfes, who confiders the matter, will 
be of another opinion, efpecially if he is ac 
quainted with any of Murray’s former or 
after practices. ’Tis very likely that this 
device of the divorce was contrived in order 
to baftardize the Prince, and fo to fet him and 
Murray upon a level. 
I am well aware that Monfr. de Rapin 
T hoyras, in his hiftory of England, falls foul 
upon Camden for giving an abridgment of 
sore this 


a Append. p. 316, 
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this proteftation of thefe two Earls; affirm: 
ing that it muft be a forgery; and witha | 
great deal of jargon, founded on ignorance, 

and interlarded with nonfenfe, he attempts 
to evince the forgery. In anfwer to all which 
it is enough to remark, that Murray’s own o- 
riginal anfwer to this proteftation is ftill ex- 
tant. For he, good man! having been be- 
fore publickly accufed of that murder, to 
his face, and being challenged too on that 
account by Lord Herrys, had modeftly de- 
clined either to anfwer, or fight. Challen- 
ges by notorious affaflines, fuch as Lord 
Lindfay, and Kirkcaldy the laird of Grange, 
were, in his way of reafoning >, no fimall pre- 
fumptions againft the Earl of Bothwell ; at 
lea{ft he would have them tobe fo efteemed: 
But challenges againft himfelf were to be eva- 
ded by fubterfuges, till he heard of this pro- 
te{tation by the two Earls, anda challenge 
at the end of it: Then indeed he thought 
himfelf obliged to anfwer in this manner = 
That the cuitom of his adverfaries was, 
and had been, rather to calumniate and back. 
bite him in his abfence, than before his face s 
and fo it might happen, that after he fhould 
be departed out of Ezgland, they would per- 


haps 
a Append. p. 271. 298. 303. 


» Ibid. p. 145. Anderfon’s collections, vol. 3. part 2, 
p- 140. OC. 
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| haps flanderoufly and untruly make reports 


of him, particularly concerning fome {peeches 
made in his hearing at Craigmillar, in Novem- 
ber 1566. Therefore, he had declared that 


' whole mattter fincerely and truly, and as 


he would anfwer to Almighty God, to the 
Queen of England; ashe trufted her Highnefs 
would report. And if any man would fay 
and affirm, that ever he was prefent when a- 
ny purpofes were holden at Craigmilar in 
his hearing, tending to any unlawful or dis- 
honourable end, or that ever he fubfcribed 
any bands there; why! he averred that they 
fpoke wickedly and untruly; which he would 
maintain againft them, as became an honeft 
man, to the end of his life. He only fub- 
(cribed a band with the Earls of Huntly, 4r- 
gyle and Bothwell at Edinburgh in the begin- 
ning of Ofober 1566, in fign of their recon- 
ciliation, in refpeét of former grudges that had 
been amongft them; which he was conftrain- 
ed to promife to do, before he could be ad- 


mitted to the Queen’s prefence, or have any 


fhew of her favour: But that he neither 
made any other band, nor had any propofed 
to him before the King’s murder ; nor could 
he be prevailed upon by any perfuafion to 
{ub{cribe any band after that murder, al- 
though he was earneftly urged to do fo, 
x x 2 as 
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as he affirmed, by the Queen’s commandment 3. 
Thus Murray himfelf plainly acknow- 
ledgeth that there were fuch conferences as 
Huntly and Argyle had affirmed. And his bold 
affertion that they did not tend to an unlaw- 
ful or dishonourable end, will never go down 
withany who will confider the nature of them, 
and the man’s former prattices: Every one 
muft fee that he defigned much mifchief a 
gain{t the King at leaft ; and that he had for- 
merly formed a confpiracy to murder him, 
hath been bhi already >. His declaring 
to the bain of England the effect of rhe 
whole purpofes fpoken i in his audience at that 
time, can give no manner of fatisfaction: 
"That Queen knew before hand how he had 
onfpired to murder the King, and had _her- 
felf furthered the enterprife’; fo that could be 
no great news to her. In fhort this anfwer is 
altogether dark and difingenuous. His long 
{tory about figning bands, hath no relation to 
the proteftation by Huntly and Argyle: Some 
faint information which Queen Mary’s com- 
miffioners had got, that there had been a band 
yiade for m dah gtlie King ¢, feems to have 
given occafion for it. But nothing certain hag 
appeared as.yet, that there ever was any fuch 


band, 


a See the Paper itfelf, append. p. 321. 
b P..202. 206, and appends Pp: 358 
© Append. p. 213, 
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band, excepting that entred upon at Perth 
in the year * 1565. Which was long before 
the time to which Murray confines himfelf 
in his anfwer. 

Upon the xvii. day of December the Prince 
was baptifed at Stirling, but the King was | 
not prefent, either at the folemnity or enter- 
tainment: For as we are told by Camden 
Queen Elizabeth had given exprefs charge 
that neither the Earl of Bedford her ambaffa- 
dor, nor any of his retinue, fhould give him 
the title of King; and to deny him that at his 
own court, was an indignity not to be borne 
with. George Buchanan, writes, ‘ That the 
‘ Queen did not. allow her husband clothes 
‘and other neceflaries on this occafion, and 
¢ threw the blame upon the embroiderers, and 
¢ others of the like occupation, and that fhe 
« difcharged him to come in fight of the am- 
‘ baffadors. While inthe mean time fhe be. 
‘ {towed both money and pains to make Both- 
‘ well appear the moft magnificent amongftall 
‘her fubje&s and guefts.”. Which deferves 
no further regard than to obferve, how he 
refutes himfelf fufficiently, when eight weeks 
thereafter he employs a taylor to fit up the 
King’s old coat for the Earl of Bothwell ; and 
the moft daring taylor he was that ever yet 
appeared in hiftory, if, as Buchanan aflures us, 
he 


2See above,  p. 207- 
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he was fo bold as to fay, that on this occafi- 
on he faw the law and cuftom of the conn- 
try kept up, when the executioner had the 
apparel of the perfon who {uffered by his 
hands. In faé, that Earl was not prefent 
at the baptifm *, and perhaps not at the enter- 
tainment ; for there were fome animofities 


fubfifting betwixt him and the Earl of Bedford, 


the Exglifp ambaflador. And indeed Bedford 


himfelf was not prefent at the baptifm, being 
too much eaten up with zeal againft popery, to 


behold that office performed after the Roman 
manner ; and for the fame reafon, no more 
than 


2 Anno Domini Mprixvi. menfis vero Junii die decj- 
mo nono, hora decima ante meridiem, vel eocirca, in arce 
Edinburgi natus eft JACOBUS VI. matre Marra regina 
ScOTIAE, patre vero S. P. Henrico fponfo dictae Ma- 
RIAE reginae. Et baptizatus fuit xvii. die menfis Decem- 
bris, anno praedicto, in capella regia Strivelingenfi, hora 
quarta poft meridiem. Reverendiflimus in CurtstTo pa- 
ter Joannes Archiepifcopus Sancti Andreae, legatus, &c. 
executor officii fuit : ac nobiles viri comes de Brean, no- 
mine et vice Carovi Regis Franciae, et /Mon/r. leCrox, 
ex parte Principis de Piemout, five de Pedemonte, fufcep- 
tores erant ; nec non nobilis et illuftris domina Joanna, 
foror praefatae Reginae, pro regina Angliae, et ex com- 
miffione ejufdem, miffa cum domino de Bedfurd, fufcep- 
trix. 

Nemo nobilium interfuit tempore folemnizationis hu- 
jufmodi facramenti, demptis domino comite de Athol, co- 
mite de Eglinton, domino de Ro/s, domino Seyton, domino 
de Sempill. Aderant vero Epifcopi de Dunkeld, Rofs, & 
Dumblane, cym paucis ecclefiafticis, quorum unus ego 
{criptor ,praefentium fui. Sic /cribit GEorGius NEW- 
ton Archidiaconus Dumblanenfis in ColleGaneis in Bibl. 
Fac. jurid. Edinb. RR. 1. 17. fale 23. 


: 


of King Henry Darnly. 321 


than five of the nobility of Scotland did attend, 
although all of them had been baptifed in the 


very fame manner. And becaufe the Coun- 


| tefs of Argyle ftood God-mother on this occafi- 


on, in name of the Queen of Exgland, and by 


_ her commiflion, the general affembly of the 


kirk would not reft fatisfied with the lady’s 


| making her acknowledgments before their 


reverences, but enjoined her to do publick 
penance for that moft mortal fin +, thereby 


to difplay their power and pride, by infulting 


over a Queen’s reprefentative, and a King’s 
daughter. 

After the baptifm of the Prince, the King 
and Queen remained fome time at Siirling, 
where they kept Chrifimas; and upon the 
eve of that great feftival granted a pardon to 
the Earl of Morton, and feventy five of his 
accomplices, for making her Majefty prifoner 
within her own palace, and flaying ‘David 
Rizio before her eyes. Upon the xxvi. day 
of ‘December the Earl of Lenox by a letter 
from Gla/gow acquainted the King his fon », 


~ €how he waited till he fhould hear when 


‘his Majefty was to go to Peblis, that he 
* might wait upon him there.? Which when 
the King had received, he went next day to 
Glafgow to his father, without bidding good- 
night ¢. 

The 
# Acts of affemb. Bp. Keith’s hift. ps 7.¢ Knox, p. gor. 


I 


222 Inquiry into the Murder 


The Queen therefore, to divert» herfelf 
from melancholy thoughts, and grief for this 
behaviour of her husband, went next day to 
Drymen, and there fhe granted a confirmati- 
on of the donation of the vicarage of Doning, 
by Mr. Hames Kennedy chancellor of Dum- 
blane, to Sir William “Drummond +, Whether 
fhe did ftay there all night is not certain, but 
it is probable that fhe did fo far honour that 
Gentleman. Upon the xxx. day of Decem- 
ber fhe had returned to Stirling >. Next 
day fhe had gone to Tusibardin, where fhe 
grants a charter for the benefice and parfo- 
nage of Kirkcudbright to Adam Murray fer- 
vant to the Earl of Bothwell ¢; and we find 
that fhe was come. back again’ to Stirling 
upon the firft of Fanuary 4; where the re- 
mained till the xiii. day of that’ month, and 
then fet out for Edinburgh. 

It was thought proper to remark thofe 
things fo minutely, and to fhew that her Ma- 
jefty had always her. officers of ftate alongft 
with her, to confute George Buchanan, who, 
according to his ordinary ¢uftom, reprefents 
her vifiting at thefe two gentlemens houfes, 
as another jaunt betwixt her and- Bothwell 
only ; where he fays, they fpent about eight 

days 


* Reg. P.S. lib. 35. fol. 114. > Ibid. fol. 113. 
¢ Ibid. fol. 106. 4 Ibid. lib. 36. fol. 113. 
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days more in lewdnefs; without feeking to 
conceal it. 

I would not have any to think that thefe 
fhamelefs afperfions do, in my opinion,deferve 
any regard to behad of them ; for whoever 
will only once read them over attentively; 
muft needs perceive, that they have no ap- 
pearance either of truth or probabiliry. All 
which notwithftanding, there are few people 
in the kingdom, who either have not them- 
felves believed thefe things, or elfe have 
heard them fo confidently averred by others, 
that they have found themfelves at a lofs for 
a particular anf{wer: 

’ The Queen had not been many days at 
Edinburgh, when fhe heard that the King her 
husband lay fick at Glafgow; and tho’ it was 
the coldeft time of winter, thither fhe went to 
fee him,taking her journey upon the xxiv. or 
or xxv: day of Fanuary. When fhe arrived, 

finding him in acondition to be tranfport- 
ed to Lidiiburgh, fhe brought him along 
with her; and, on the xxviii. of that month, 
they had come on their journey as far as 
Linlithgow +> Upon their arrival at Ldin- 
burgh, the King had a lodging made ready 
for him, till he fhould recover, near a place 
called Kirk of Field, or St. Mary’s in the 
frelds; hard by where the Royal Infirmary 
yy now 
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now ftands, becaufe there was no place in E- 
dinburgh where the air was fo free and whol- 
fome. Of what kind his malady was, I have 
not found any certainty. Mr. Buchanan is 
pofitive that he had got poifon miniftred to 
him, andthat too by the Queen’s direétion : 
Which he pretends to prove in a very often- 
tatious manner, by fublime rhetorick, and 
profound ratiocination, from the letters to 
Bothwell, even thofe very letters, in the for- 
gery of which he himfelf had affifted, as hath 
been fhewn +. Yet altho’ the proof was part- 
ly of his own manufactory, he did not ma- 

ge it with that dexterity, which one would 
have expected from a fophift fo acute, and 
fo zealous in the caufe. 

For having boldly aflerted, that the Queen 
caufed poifon to be given to her husband, 
when he was to fet out for Gla/gow (altho’ 
fhe knew nothing of his fetting forth b,) he 
enters upon a colloquy with Himfelf, {tarting 
questions abfolutely neceffary indeed to be 
folved, being to this purpofe. 

A. The Queen caufed give him poifon, 
do ye fay? By whom? In what manner? 
What kind of poifon? And whence had fhe 
that poifon ? 

B. Oh! Do ye ask me thefe queftions ? as 
if wicked fovereign princes were ever at a 
lofs 


a Above, p. 80, ema 38. bP. 321. 
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Jofs for want of minifters to accomplifh their 
villanies ! 

A. Tootrue! But let us hear, I pray you, 
who miniftred to the Queen in the prefent 
cafe? 

B. Firft as to the poifon, we have certain- 
ty. 

A. Well then! Whence the certainty as to 
that ? 


BS. From the {trangenefs of the difeafe, 


which was unknown to the very phyficians, 
efpecially to fuch of them as had not practifed 


| much in Spain or Italy; and its fymptoms, 


livid blains fpread all over the body ; rack- 
ing pain in every limb; and an intollerable 
{mell. 

A. But are not fymptoms dubious, and 
common to different difeafes ? 

B. But Cato is clear in the cafe, That eve- 
ry adulterefs deals in poifon too. 

A. But how doth Cato’s fage fayings ap- 
ply to the Queen Mary, or io her minifters ? 

B. Have not I already, in this my detecti- 
cn proved her to be an adulterefs, not only 
by the confeflion of George Dalgleif/h, but by 
her own confeffion, which fhe made to the 
Earl of Murray, and his good lady mo- 
ther ? 

A, But how came Dalglei/h’s ftory into 
your detection ; for there is no fuch matter 
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in his confeffion, as Murray prefented it up: 
on oath in England ? ’'Tis true, the Queen’s 
own confined may fuffice, providing that we 
could truft Murray’s veracity : who, after all 
t ought hardly to have revealed fuch fecret 
| matters communicated to him by confeflion, 

B. But as to the poifon, there is proof e- 
nough to convince even thofe who are moft 
hard to be pleafed.’ Will a royal evidence 
fatisfy you ? Read her own letter; a letter, 


J fay, written with her own hand. What is 
the meaning of thefe words; He is not much 
deformed, vie he has received much? RECEI- 
vep MucH! of what? The thing itfelf, the 
difeafe, the blains, the bad 65 Ste declare 
it. He got that furely, which brought on de- 
formity, to wit, poifon. Doth fhe not defire 
Bothwell to advife with himfelf, if he could 
not find out a more fecret method by medi- 
cine? for that the King fhould take medicine, 
and the bath at Crazgmillar. ‘This medicine 
muf{t be poifon, even the very fame thing of 
which he had got fo much already. 

4, How doth that appear, feeing there is 
His no word of poifon in the letter? 
ie | B. Why, fhe will have the manner of this 
; medicine to be private. What need of pri- 
yacy, if it was to be for his cure ? 

But here Mr. Buchanan falls into a fmall 


miftake, for the words by medicine, in the 
Scots 
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Scots language in his days fignified qwithouet 


‘medicine. And indeed he had himfelf rendred 


them fo in this very place, quam per medict- 
nam, as appears by a written copy of his de- 
tection, whichis thought to be the very copy 
that he prefented to Queen Elizabeth ; and 
in like manner are thefe words tranflated in 
the French letter, gue par breuvage*. But 
before his Latin book came to be printed, 
having obferved that his arguments proceed- 
ed upon the fuppofition that medicine was to 
be privately adminiftred, whereas the letter 
exprefly treats of fomething to be done fecret- 
ly, which was not to be by medicine; and being 
Joth to lofe fo much fine fpun rhetorick, he 
dafhed out the word guam, both in this citation 
sn the déte@ion, andin the letter itfelf, fafhion- 
ing it fo as to make it fupport his ratiocination. 
Whether the King’s malady was owing to 
poifon, or not, is the fame thing in regard to 
the Queen, It hath been fhewn that the 
letter alledged was none of hers; fo let the 
forgers of it take the charge of poifoning home 
to themfelves. Others have written that the 
King had the pox: And Buchanan ought to 
have remembred, that in this very letter he 
is pofitively faid to be pockifh >: Thus the 
very voucher to which he appeals ftands direct. 
Jy againft him. 
The 


2 Append. p. 23. © Ibid, p. 15. 
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The time now approaching when the con- 
{piracy firft fet on foot at Perth in the year | 
1565, was gotripe for execution, upon | 
Sunday the ix. of Fel bruary, the Earl be Mur- | 
ray, pretending that his wife lay fick at St- | 
Andrews, mult needs go and vifit her: But | 
at the fame time had his heart fo full of 
the wicked action, which he had left in | 
readinefs to be executed, that among his o- 
ther difcourfe he was pleafed to fay, This 
night, before the morning, the Lord Darnly 
foall lofe bis life », Which accordingly came 
to pals {s : For upon Monday about two o’clock 
in the morning, the lodging i in which the King 
Jay, was blow nin the air, with fuch force 
and vehemency, that of the whole lodging, 
walls, vaults and all, there was nothing left, 
but all was ruined and reduced to drofs, to 
the very foundation ftone ; which appeared 
to have been effe&ted by a mine ; or, as it is 
in the Earl of Morton’s inditement, by pow- 
der, which he and his accomplices had put in 
under the ground and angular ftones, and 
in the vaults and lower parts of the houfe >, 

Every one of ordinary difcernment concliid. 
ed that none but Murray and Morton, with 
their aflociates, had perpetrated this horrid 
action: And although they, with the affift- 

ance 


2 Bifhop Lefly’s defence of Queen Mary’s honour. 
> See above, p. 146. 
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ance ofthe Exglifh court, found means, by 
-clamour and prefumptions altogether infuffi- 
cient, to divert the blame from themfelves 
“upon others, yet did time, and their after 


tranfactions begin to make it manifeft, that 


the firft reports were true, and that as they 
were the original contrivers, fo were they, 
either by themfelves‘or their dependents, the 


executors of that horrid murder. For at 
laft Morton, as ’tis agreed by all men, con= 


' feffed his foreknowledge of that fa&t ; and 


that his coufin Archibald Douglas vaiifier 


! of Glafgow, told him that he was prefent at 


the deed, who was after that greatly in favour 


with him, for he foon became a Lord of the 


Seflion, and was-fent to England upon divers 


embaflies from Morton and that faction, where 


he was always very: acceptable on the fame 

account. Whatever other particulars A4or- 
ton confefled to this purpofe, they feem to 
have been all fmothered by the presbytery of 


Eedinbu rch, who endeavouted to conceal his. 


sithguels, rape favoured him in every point, 
as we are told'by the continuator of Holia- 
foed’s chronicle; and the fame thing is evi- 
dent enough, from the very account of his 
confeflion, which they drew up and publ lifh- 
ed. His jury however, “ being ripely ad: 


“¢ vifed 


2See the appendix to Crawford’s Memoirs, 2d edit, 
Edinb. 1753. 
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« vifed with his inditement, the tokens infal: 
‘¢ lible, and moft evident, with the probati* | 
‘€ ons produced and ufed for verifying there: | 
«of, did all, with one voice, find the {aid | 
ai «« Earl of Morton guilty of arte and parté; | 
H «¢ foreknowledge, and concealing the King’s - 
«¢ murder.” 
David Moyfe +, who was then in the | 
King’s houfhold, writes, ‘ That they found: 
‘fo efpecially, in refpeé of fundry evidences 
‘of his inditement prefented to the jury; 
1 ‘ fome whereof were fubfcribed with his own | 
¢ hand and that otherwife it was verified by | 
‘ the depofitions of fome perfons that weré 
¢ a&tors in that horrible faét | 
ohn Binning, fervant to Archibald Dous 
glas confefled that he was alfo prefent, to-' 
gether with his mafter, confirming the fame. 
by tokens, {uch as that his mafter went there 
in his flippers, and loft them by the way; 
that the next day they were found, and 
known to be his mafter’s: For which reafon 
Binning was executed upon the third of 
Fune 1581; which was the next day after 

che | Morton was heheaded >. 
ai Asto parfon Douglas himfelf, when it came 
ae to his ears that the Earl of Morton was accu- 
fed, he made his efcape into England ; where 
he 


a Moyfe’s Memoirs. » His trial is marked in the re- 
cords of jufticiary. : 
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| he remained till Fobm Lord Hamilton, with the 
| Earls of Angus, Bothwell, Mar-and. Morton, 
the Lord Glamis and his fon; Lord) Claud 
| Hamilton, and a great many gentlemen of the 
-firname of Hamilton, and others; came and 
befet the town and caftle of Stirling, and, by 
the treachery of the Mafter of Gray; Sir 
Fames Melvill and fome others; made the 
| King in a manner their prifoner: Some of 
thefe men had been banifhed in England, and 
the Eingli/h having favoured their return; at 
the defire of that court, they got Mr: Archi- 
bald arraigned and abfolved in this manner : 
They obtained; or rather extorted from 
the King, while thus a prifoner amongft 
them; a.patdon to this Douglas, for having 
‘been in the fore-knowledge of the murdet 
of his Majefty’s own father, and concealing 
it; as alfo letters of rehabilitation; as we 
call them; teftoring him againft the ac of 
parliament Mpixxxt. by which he had been 
forfeited and denounced a traitor; for being 
prefent at that murder. } 
Then, to complete the bufinefs, they ob- 
tained a commiflion, under the quarter-feal, to 
Mr. Hohn Prefion, and Mr. Edward Bruce 
Jultice-depute, to bring parfon “Douglas to a 
trial, allowing him to draw up the inditement 
againft himfelf, and appointing him a fele& 
jury of men who were then efteemed the moft 
Z 2 zealous 
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33 
zealous and godly among all his own friends; 


that is, perfons who would hardly fail to con- 


demn the innocent, or to abfolve the guilty, 


out of a pretended zeal for religion, and: the | 


caufe of God.) Matters being thus prepared, 
upon the tothday of May Mpxixxxvi. a ju 
ie was impanneled to determine as to’ Mr; 

Ar cdabadd Douglas parfon of Glafgow. his 
bil , ‘he being fulpef&ted of the King’s fa- 
‘ther’s murder, as having been. at» the plot- 
‘ ting and contriving the fame; with Zames 
Eail of Bothwell, and others; as :alfo ha: 
ving been prefent at the bxrisstbe thereof, 
as was made -appear: bythe depofitions of 
Fames Earl of Morton, after his conviction, 
confefling that. you Archibald Douglas was 
the revealer of it to him. ; and by the;con: 
feflion of your own familiar fervant ohn 
Binning, who deponed -that he accompa: 
nied you that night to the Kirk .of freld: 
Which crimes ye alfo. took upon you, by 
flying immediately into England.’ 

Parfon Douglas, in anfwer to all this, 
‘ produced; in the firft place, his pardon. un- 
‘der the King’s hand, and in the next place, 
¢‘ his letters of -rebabzlitation, reftoring him 
‘ again{t the doom of forfeiture, Then, after 
res cavil’s againit Fobn Binning’s evidence, 
he objected to the Earl of Mortons con- 
feflion, that it was not produced, The ju: 
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ry didevery readily, acquit hime. And then 


the Mafter of Gray their chancellor,-or as the 
Englifo fpeak,. ‘their foreman, . protetteds 
¢, that, they fhould- incur no ‘pains. for wilful 
‘erroreon that account, -feeing. neither the | 
«King’s advocate; -purfuer, nor his informers; 
¢had-fworn to the inditement,before them ; 
¢ and alfa. in confideration of his remiflion,; 
é letters of rehabilitation; and his anfwers, to 
‘the depofitions of Binning) Morton and 
£ others.’ | 
This Matterof, Gray was the chief man 
who betrayed: the King his mafter iinto;the 
hands of the Earls:and Lords above-mention- 
éd = Of which -hewas accufed by Sir William 
Stewart before-a convention of the Eftates, 
upon the xveday of May 1587.5 a8 alfo that 
hie gave his confentto the murder of Queen 
Mary, when-be was fent to, England. toge- 
ther with Sir, Robert Melvill,.to infift for the 
prefervation of her life; for which he recei- 
ved fumptuous sifts and rewards.at the Lz- 
glifh court; and of many other treafonable 
practices. Whereupon he acknowledged: in 
refence of the convention,‘ 1. That about 
‘the month of Augu/? 15.26, he had written 
¢aletter tothe Queen of England, without 
« the King’s knowledge, bearing, that if fhe 
éeould not find her own fecurity without 
¢ taking his Majefty’s mother’s life, guia mor- 
ZZLA € jus 
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‘tui non. mordent, yet it were in no ways 
‘ meet that it were done openly, but by fome 
‘other mean. 2. That he had travelled with 
‘ fome foreign Princes, that they fhould give 
‘ no afliftance to his Majefty, [for revenging 
‘his mother’s death] unlefs he fhould grant 
‘liberty of confcience: <3. ‘That he had 
‘ counterfeited the King’s ftamp. 4. That he 
‘had travelled to’ change and trouble the 

‘ ftate:' As alfo to ftop the King’s marriage.’ 
Notwithftanding all thefe wicked and trea: 
fonable aétions and praéticesyof which any one 
deferved the higheft pains to have been infli®& 
ed, his Majefty found himfelf unable to pus 
nifh him according 'to his demerits : For tho? 
it was found by the whole «convention, «that 
he defervedithe higheft. punifhment, yet the 
noblemen’ and others, who; chiefly by his 
means, had fucceeded at the treafonable enter- 
prife at S¥irling, the fecond day of November 
Y 585, and all thejr friends, together with the 
Lord Maxwell, Sir Fobn Maitland fecretary; 
and others, who had privately favoured them; 
being the greateft part of the affembly, ¢ did ¢ 
« moft humbly and earneftly interceed with 
‘the King to fpare the Mafter of Gray’s 
‘life, and alfo his heritage, upon his good 
‘ and dutiful behaviour towards his Majefty 
¢ in time coming.’ Which requeft his Maje- 
jelly 


® Privy council regifter. - 
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jefty found himfelf conftrained to grant : And 


Gray was only banifhed beyond fea. Yer alk 


this did not avail to reclaim him from fuch 
| pradiices, for, when abroad, he continued ftill 


to plot again{ft the King, with the Aing/i/h am. 
baffadors and others. Such were the men 
who got Archioald Douglas declared inno- 
cent of the King’s murder. 

§ In that procefs, fays ‘David Moyfe, great 
¢ knavery and fhifts were ufed ; for that pare 
‘ofthe Earl of Morton’s depofition concern- 
¢ing him, wherein he confefled that Mr. 


¢ Archibald owned to him that he was a&uals 


“ly prefent at doing the deed, was abftra&. 
¢ed. He contrived the matter fo, that he 
‘drew up his own inditement: He chofe 
‘his own jury: He was forewarned of all 
¢ that was to be faid againft him; and fo was 
‘ abfolved moft fhamefully and difhoneftly, 
‘ to the exclamation of the whole people. It 
‘ was thought the filthieft iniquity that ever 
‘was heard in Scotland; done in his high- 
‘ nefs’s minority, by means of the Mafter of 
‘Gray and Mr, Randolph the Englifh am- 
© baflador.’? | 

The court of gland had alfo laid them- 


felves out ftrenuoufly to refcue Abrton from 


- punifhment ; for by the miniftry of this fame 


Randolph, who had been intimately acquaint 
with our reformers from the beginning, they 
¢n- 
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endeavoured to raifea rebellion in Scotland ; 
and for the encouragement of fuch:as would 
rebel, they fent forces to the, borders, who 
were to jointhem. When one confiders fuch 
ouvert acts in behalf of the regicides, and re; 
fleéts that they knew of the, defign and pros 
moted it from ‘the beginning +, muft needs 
serceive the contradiétions® between their 
aéts and profeffions; and will be apt’ to ‘con- 
clude, that probably the murder was. firft 
projected at thac court ; and that, in all) their 
former declarations againt{t the maurderers, 
they had no other view than to get Innocent 
serfons condemned for it, in, order to {creen 
che guilty, and favour their efcape. From 
which accufation it were to be! wifhed that 
they could find-a good deliverance. 


2 See above, ps 201. 207. 216. 
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CH A’P. XL. 


Whether the Earl of Bothwell had a 
hand im the murder of King Henry. 


T: hath fo long obtained’ amongft writers 

and readers of hiftory, that Fames Earl 
of Bothwell, not only had» a hand in ,the 
King’s murder, but that he -and his fervants 
were theonly perfons concerned in it, befides 
the Queen herfelf, that fome people willbe 
ready todeclare their aftonifhment, how any 
man fhould now have the prefumption to call 
inqueftiona point fo well fettled, and in which 
mankind are fo univerfally agreed. Such peo- 
ple however ought to refleét, that the proof 
againft him is neither more folid, nor more 
convincing than that which, with fo great int 
duftry, they brought againft the Queen; nay, 
not equal to it. Seeing therefore it hath 
been made. appear already, that every thing 
alledged againft her, ‘is either direct falfhood, 
or manifeft forgery ; and feeing the very fame 
perfons brought the accufation and proof a- 
sainft him, at the fame time, and for the 
fame purpofes, the fuppofition that the one 
is as yoid of truth as the other, will be found 
to 
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to include in it neither impoffibility nor im- 
robability ; but muft rather appear juft and 
reafonable; fo that the téftimony of any | 
noted contemporary hiftorian to that purpofe, 
fight feem fafficient to turn the feale in his 
favour. Now fucha hiftorian we have, and 
always had, even Mr. George Buchanan, 
who abfolves the Earl of Bothwell as effe&tu- 
ally as can be, when after a tedious rodo- 
montado about the taking of “Dumbarton ca- 
file, and Lenox’s behaviour to the other prt 
foners, he tells us, ‘ That there was ftill one 
6 prifoner more, whom the Regent moft ear: 
* neftly wifhed to be put to death; and that 
« was the Archbifhop of St. Andrews : And 
‘he feared, that if the matter flrould be 
¢ delayed forany confiderable time, the man 
«might be relieved at the Queen of Eng- 
¢ Jand’s requeft. by her letters: “The Arch» 
¢ bifhop’s friends alfo entertained {uch hopes °; 
‘and that fhortnefs of time might be no let 
“to this attempt, the Archbifhop earneftly 
¢ requefted that his trial might. be according 
‘ to the laws of the country: for even that 
“would afford fome fmall refpite. Which 
< evafion was thus difcuffed, that there was 


‘no occafion for a new trial in the Arch- 
bifhop’s 


a Such hopes and fears were equally vain : It can 
hardly be fhown that ever that Queen interceeded to fnre 
ther juftice, or prevent injuftice; but quite the contrary. 


of King Henry Darnly. 236 
* bifhop’s cafe, as it had been already decides 
“ed in parliament. Therefore, being cLEArR- 
®iy coNvicTED of the murder of the 
“King, and of the-laft Regent, se banged him- 
‘“felf at Stirling 4-°°On this occafion thefe 
© dilcoveries were brought to light, being gee 
‘nerally new, as the greateft part of them™ 
‘had been unknown till that very day. The 
« Archbifhop of Sz. Andrews, who lodged in 
the next houfe, having the propofal made 
“him, that he fhould flay the King, willingly 
“undertook the employment, both on ac- 
-~@ count of old feuds, and out of the near ex- 
¢ pectation of transferring the royal dignity 
“into his own family. ‘Therefore, when he 
‘had picked out fix or eight of the moft fla- 
‘ gitious among his fervants, he gave them 
«the keys of thé King’s lodging, and entru- 
‘fted the bufinefs to them. Thefe men ha- 
‘ving entered- with the greateft quietnefs, 
‘ftifled the King to death, while he was afleep, 
«and carried out his body into a garden hard 
¢ by without the walls. Then, upon giving 
‘the fignal, fire was put under the lodg- 
‘ing.’ 
Buchanan proceéds to inform us, how thefe 
difcoveries came to light by means of ohn 
Gd Wa Ha- 
* Cum cedis regia & proregis fuperioris manifefto tenes 


retur, {ufpendio Sterlini vitam finivit, Buchan, hift, lib 
20. 
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Hamilton, who was chief actor in executing | 
the wicked deed ; and being afterwards trou- 
bled in mind on that account, revealed the 
fame, and the names of all his affiftants in con- 
feffion to a prieft, who was {chool-mafter at 
Paifly : Which prieft averred the whole to 
the Archbifhop’s face. That the Archbi: 
{hop asked the prieft, how he came to the 
knowledge of thefe matters ? and whether it 
was not by fome auricular confeflion? ‘The | 
prieft affirmed that it was. Upon which the | 
Archbifhop, as. taking guilt upon him, ans 
fwered, Ye are not ignorant, I fuppofe, what 
is appointed for. thofe who reveal, the fecrets 
of confeflions.: And, as Buchanan affirms, he 
anfwered not a word more in.relation to the 
crime. Weare alfo told that.the very fame 
prieft, being about. fifteen months after that 
apprehended faying mafs for the third time, 
when for that reafon, he was led out to exe 
cution, he did recapitulate the. whole of thefe 
ftories, both, more clearly and, copioufly than 
before: which matters being inftantly divul- 
ged, the clients of the Hamz/tons fell a braw- 
ling amongft themfelves, and the one party 
threw the King’s murder in.the other’s teeth. 
So that the principal contriver, with the 
principal executer of the murder, being both 
Hamiltons, and it would feem, the whole of 
that firname, took the crime upon themfelves, 

by. 
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in the year Mpixxt.and Mpxxxtt. If fo, the 
Earl of Bothwell had got extremely hard ufage 
three years before, and ought to have been 
abfolved and reftored to his heritage and dig- 
nitiés, as one who was moft unjuftly deprived 
of them, and moft falfly calumniated. And now 
what becomes of George Buchanan’s detect. 
on, and the xviii. and xix. books of his hifto- 
ry, which were all calculated to throw the 
guilt of this crime upon the Queen of Scots 
and that Earl? And what a figure muft all 
Murray and Morton’s declarations, procla- 
mations, accufations, and oaths both in £xg- 
Jand and Scotland,affume after this difcovery ? 
Tis true all thefe things were overpaft before 
the difcovery was made, excepting the hiftory 
only ; where the matter was yet entire ; and 
therefore Bothwell ought not to have been 
charged in it with a crime done certainly by 
the Archbifhop. And it is almoft incom- 
prehenfible how a man who believed that 
Bothwell and his men were the murderers, 
fhould have thus pofitively charged that 
crime upon the Archbifhop and his men : Or 
if he believed the latter guilty, that he fhould 
lay the crime at the door of the former, and 
impute it to each of them feparately, in the 
fame book too, is equally unaccountable, 
But fince Buchanan has done this, although 
we cannot expect to find the real truth of the 
aaa 2 mrat- 
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matter from fuch an ambidextrous evidence, | 
yet at leaft we are fure that, in his opinion, 
Bothwell might have been innocent. 

The ftory of that murder was ftill improved _ 
under his management, In. the years 1567 
and 1568, Bothwell and feven of his men 
committed it, without any.other affiftants 
but French Paris, as appears from his de- 
tection. But before he wrote his hiftory, 
thefe nine perfons had fo multiplied, . that 
Bothwell took only a few of them with him- 
felf, and the rett, making two troops, came 
by two different ways. In the year 1570, 
when he Wrote his {atire again{t. the Hamil- 
tons *, which he calls 4x2 admonition to the 
true Lords ; he brought in the Archbifhop of 
St. Andrews as an equal fharer with Bothwelf 
in that aétion, telling us, ¢ that he took up his 
* lodging near at hand, where he had feldom 
* or never been before, that he might have 
‘ the pleafure to perceive that cruelty with 
‘all his fenfes, and help the murderers if 

‘ there 


* It is evident from the laft leaf of it excepting one, 
that it was written before the Englifh army entered 
Scotland, which wasjin the beginning of May 1570. The 
MS. copy of itin the Cottonian library, is dated 1570; 
And it is probable that it was firft printed that year, 
Where is another edition of it by Lekprevick in 7571. 
Which has a new paragraph concerning a pretended third 
con{piracy of Sir James Hamilton, which is neither in the 
MS, nor in the firft edition, nor in the later editions by 
Mr, Ruddiman or Mr. Burman, 
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'.* there had been need; that he fent Four 
‘ of his familiar fervants to the execution of the 
.* murder, and that he watched all the night, 
‘ longing to have the joy that the crown was 
‘ come a degree nearer to the houfe of Ha- 
‘ milton.’ Although in reality that houfe was 
juft as far from it after the murder, as be- 
fore it. 

Again the very next year Mp. xxt.he alto- 
gether cleareth thé Earl of Bothwell from ha- 
ving had any hand in the matter ; and lays the 
whole burden upon the Archbifhop’s fhoul- 
ders, who, he fays, effected the murder, by 
the hands of fix or eight of his own fervants, 
as we have feen. 

Being of myfelf unable to give any tolerable 
account what fhould have tempted the man 
to give three feveral narratives of this mat- 
ter, fo extremely jarring and contradictory 
among themfelves, I had recourfe to the edi- 
tion of his works publifhed by Burman, 
thinking to have found fome notice taken of 
this prodigious behaviour by one or other of 
his commentators; but it would feem that they 
had declined to meddle with this affair ; for 
they content themfelves with enquiring whe- 
ther, in writing this remarkable ftory, their 
great incomparable author, as they call him, 
had ufed, or ought to have ufed, the words 


et or at ; quia oy itaque ; erga ox extra, Nor 
do 
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do they fay any thing of the quadruple inja- 


ry done to the Archbifhop ; firft in accufing 
him of a crime of which he was innocent: 
Secondly, in making him in a manner to con- 
fefs his guiltinefs. Thirdly, in putting him 


to death unjuftly and ignominioufly: And | 
fourthly, By reprefenting him as a felo de. 


fe + who hanged himfelf. 


But the Earl of Bothwell had far ftronger 


arguments of his innocence than any thing 
that Buchanan wrote, or could have written. 
He was tried and judicially abfolved, firft by 
his peers; and then by the parliament>. Af 
ter which to condemn him, was contrary to 
all law and praétice. Buchanan {coffs at this, 


telling us, that Bothwell was not cleared of | 


the crime by the jury’s verdié in his favours, 
but, as it were wafhed with futor’s blacking, 
[velut atramento futorio lotus.| by which 
words Cicero feems to have denoted either 
corruption of the judges, or fome vitiation in 


their votes or tables. If our hiftorian meant | 


the fame, it is of a piece with the reft of his 
flanders, for there was no fufpicion of any 
fuch matter, nor the leaft occafion for -it, 
Whatever he meant, a man can be cleanfed 


of 


4 Sufpendio Sterlini vitam finivit. Buch. hilt. xx. 35 
Vid. Sueton. II. 65. Dion. lib. LV. p. 555. Senecae 
Hippol. I. 259. Plin. hift nat. vui11. xiii, &c. 

b Append. p. 163. 361. Bp. Keith’s hilt. p. 383. 
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of futor’s blacking, but it hath been proved 
that he and his patrons were plainly +hio 
_ pians ; let any man wafh them if he can. 
Amongft a great deal of other fenfelefg 
Vague clamour, invented by that wicked 
 fa&ion againft the juftice and legality of this 
trial, the following points are particulari- 
zed, Viz. 

Firft, The fummons was not right : For 
by law the neareft of kin ought to have been’ 
fummoned as accufers, namely the wife, fas 
ther, mother; and fon, either to appear 
perfonally, or by their proétors. Now the 
| Queen did not caufe give a particular fms 
| mons to herfelf;. nor to her: mother-in-law; 
who was kept prifoner by good Queen Eliza: 

beth, in the tower of London ; nor to her fon, 
| although he was then near eight months old; 


| She only caufed cite {pecially Matthew Earl 


of Lenox, the fole accufer, and, in general, 
| ALL her other lieges who had,or pretended to 
have, intere/t in the matter. And when that 
fhail be found not to have been enough, her 
_ two advocates and the court ought to bear 
the blame: Burt it is hoped their memories 
will have no blot fixed on them on this  ac- 
| count. : 
Secondly, They were fummoned to ap- 

pear upon fifteen days warning; whereas 
_ the legal term was forty days, 
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Indeed by the more ancient law of Scof 
Jand, the defender, not only in cafes of trea+ 
fon, but in other criminal cafes, was to have 
forty days allowed him to appear, becaufe, as 
the law fays, fuch matters touch life and 
limb. But the law had begun to be altered 
as to feveral crimes, at leaft from the time 
of King Fames I. The ftatute concerning 
fpoliation, or'robbery, for example, made by 
the Earl of Douglas, Lieutenant, or Gover- 
nor, in the minority of King “ames I]. upon 
the xx. day of December Mcpxxxviii. re- 
{tricted the term of appearance for that crime, 
to fifteen days, the at of xl. days of old not 
gainftanding, as it is there expreft, ‘The 
term. of fummoning was alfo abridged by 
King ames IIL. and in procefs of time it had 
become cuftomary to cite people to be tried 
to an{wer for treafon and other crimes, upon 
xy. days. The Lords of council did indeed 
find by their decifion 11th Fuly 1515, that 
the fummons for treafon fhould be upon xl. 
days warning: but at the time of Borhwell’s 
trial, xv. days were reckoned fufficient, and, 
as I have been told, continued to be fo ever 
fince. The Earl of Murray and _ his affo- 
ciates, when they fummoned the Ear! of 
Bothwell to appear before them in. their par- 
liament, had ftrained hard fo find fomething 
legal or informal in the trial: And the firft 

| thing 


«ll 
| 
) 
,) 
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| thing which they {napt at, was the fhortnefs 
| of time, not indeed that it was not lawful to 
have given the, citation upon xv. days, for 
that could not have pafled, but that fifteen 
_ days did not interveen betwixt the day on 
which Lenox was fummoned at a certain 
place, and the day on which he was to ap- 
ear: For, as. Murray fays, equivocally 
and falfly; Lenox; by, authority of the 
| Queen’s letters fub{cribed at Bdinburgh the 
xxvii, day of March, was fammoned at 
Edinburgh, Glafgow, ‘Dumbarton, and Perth, 
upon the xxix. and other days of that month, 
-and of the month of ~4pri/ thereafter, 
to appear upon the xii: day; not only, fays 
he, within fifteen days, but even from the 
date; at leaft from the execution of thefe letters, 
there remained fcarcely ten or twelve days. 
Whereas, by the copy of all thefe things as 
printed by themfelves,; the Queen’s warrant 
was figned the xxvil. day of March; andthe 
lat {ammons was given at Perth upon the firft 
day of April, and upon no other day or days 
| of that month, as they would infinuate. 
. Suppofing that the Queen’s warrant was 
~ figned only upon the xxvii. and that the mef- 
' -fenger did not proclaim it at Edinburgh be- 
fore the xxix. day of March, there were full 
fifteen days inclufive. 
But what is all this to the purpofe in the 
b b b pres 
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~ 
prefent c cafe? Even nothing at all. If the 
term was fhort, the Earl of Bothwell was 
the only perfon who had right and reafon to 
make any exception on that account : For 
the old laws which prefcribed xl. days, do 

xprefly be bear, that that length of time was 
allowed in pA Shia of the defender : Which 
is agreeable to right reafon: but as to the 
purfuer, the cafe is vaftly different. 

T birdly, We are told that Lenox was fum- 
moned to appear the xi. af April, without 


pate 


ny convocation of his friends, befides his own 
family, which was become very thin, by rea- 
{on of his great pov erty : While in the mean 
time Both ell went in parade through the 


ay. with grea bands of men. 


ader, if he pleafes, may confult tlle 
meee eut as ’tis site by thefe men theni- 
s, at the end of honeft Buchanan’s de- 
vate and try if he can find any fuch 
‘ohibition or reftraint put upon the Earl of 


ah 
= 
0 


ae to Bothwell, he was, before the Queen 
herfelf had the government in her hands,,the 
the greateft civil and military officer in the 
kingdom ; and for that reafon, no doubt ofit, 
muft have had continually nota few in his re- 
tinue. But how was this to influence the trial ? 
By a flatute madein the Queen’s own time, 
viz. in Fune 1555, thenumber of the purfuer’s 
attens 
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attendants at the bar had been reftricted to 
) four, and the number of the defender’s atten- 
dants to fix, under high penalties to be im- 
| mediately infli@ed by the court : And it is 
| incredible that the Earl of Bothwell would 
| have been fo imprudent as to have expofed 
himfelf to thefe penalties ; or if he had wan- 
tonly done fo, that the court would have ne- 
gleéed to infli& them, or even fo much as to 
find fault with him; which had been to expofe 
themfelves to cenfure and punifhment. 

The truth of the matter is, that the infor- 
malities and illegalities were ail on the other 
fide. In fuch cafes, as the law then ftood, it 
was incumbent on the accufer to come in 
perfon to give in his accufation ; and to find 
furety, or give his oath that he would purfue 
at the day appointed: It was alfo neceflary 
that he fhould have fome plain or reafonable 
foundation for his accwfation, or elfe he was 
liable to fuffer punifhment himfelf. In the 
prefent cafe Lenox accufed only by his let- 
ters nine perfons by name: And that accu- 
fation, as is plain by. his letters, had no other 
foundation than fome painted papers which 
Fames Murray, brother to the laird .of Tuli- 
hardin, had caufed to be affixed privately up- 
on the door) of the tolbooth or feffion-houle, 
in Edimurgh, accufing the Earl of Bothwell, 
Mr. Games Balfour, Mr. David Chalmers, 

| bbb a black 
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black Mr. Sohn Spens, Seignt.  Franci/fco, 
Seba/ftian, Fofeph brother to Pee Rizio, and 
the Queen herfelf. Upon which a new pro- 
clamation had been iffued, requiring the writer 
to fubfcribe his name, and he fhould receive 
his pardon, and alfo the reward which had 
been offered by the Queen’s firft prockmati- 
on, But Hames Murdy, who wanted only 
to fpread the party’s fcandal incognito, an- 
{wered by pafting up another fcandalous pat: 
quil; and being at laft dete&ted to be the: | 
author, he thought fit to abfeond; and the | 
privy council publifhed a siéalanatias that no 
man fhould tranfport him. 
This Fames Netty was made colleor 
of the cuftoms by the faction, , upen the xu. day : 
a Auguft that very year, after the Queen 
as fhut up inp srifon in Lachlevin : But they 
never enquired after any one of the perfons 
mentioned in his pafquils, the Earl of Botd- 
well only excepted: So far from it, that 
when they fummoned the Earl of Bothwell 
on the firlt day of Ober 1567, they did not 
name thofe as acceflory whom ames Mur- 
ray had named, no, not fo much as one 
of them ; but in their ftead they fummoned 
{ixty two others, for no fewer were at firft 
deftined to be murdered or ruined, to palliate 
che guilt of thofe by whom they were cited 
so appear. But becaufe it would have been 
f found 
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| found difficult to get fo many gentlemen 
| forfeited, without proving them guilty of the 
| crime, they pafled by fifty five of them ab- 
folutely : Nor is there any evidence {peci- 
fied in the a&t of forfeiture againft the other 
{even, nor even againft the Earl of Bothwell, 
When Lenox himlelf came to be Regent,he ne- 
ver purfued or accufed any of the perfons 
delated by Fames Murray,excepting Sir‘fames 
Balfour only *, whom he forfeited as guil- 
ty of the King’s murder, but without proof, 
according to his predeceflor’s method. Why 
fhould he not have made ufe of his trufty evi- 
dence Fames Murray, upon the authority 
of whofe pafquils alone he had founded his 
accufation of the Earl of Bothwell >? 

Never was there any thing more ridiculous, 
than to-accufe a man upon the credit of fuch 
pafquils, fet up fecretly in the night-time, by 
one who would not appear or acknowledge 
them. Yet Lenox infifted by his letters to 
have the matter brought to a trial, and 
even would not have it delayed till the par- 
liament fhould meet, which was to be 
upon the xiv. day of April. The Queen 
complied wi hhis defire, and, by her letter 
direéted to him the xxiv. of March, requett- 
ed him to come to her fo Edinburgh before 
hand: 


a See the preface to Balfour’s practicks. 
b Anderfon’s Collections, vol. 2. p» 109+ 111.557 


252 Lnquiry into the Murder 


hand: But he would not. Being therefore 


warned in the legal manner, and conf{cioug 
that he had nothing to juftify his accufation; 
he changed his mind, and would needs have 
the trial sionals But did he apply to the 
Queen for that effect? By no means; he ap 
palean to the i een of Exgland, as is manifett 
by one of his letters in the paper-office at 
London, rah the Queen of England wrote 
avery impertinent letter to Queen Mary 
approving feemingly of her oh SS to 
bring the matter to a tri ial, but at the fame 
time telling her, ‘ ‘That there might be fome 
‘ myftery or cunning in the matter, becaufe 
¢ the defun& gentleman’s father and friends 
‘ defired the day to be prolonged, as know: 
‘ing that the ungodly were combined to- 
‘ gether to do that by force, which by law 
‘they could not rightly bring to pafs ; tax- 
‘ing her alfo -with want of fincerity, and e- 
¢ ven fignifying right plainly, that fhe her- 
¢ felf was guilty.’ Whether this letter came 
to hand timeoufly, is not fo eafy to.afcertain, 
for it bears a wrong.date, viz. the vil. day 
of Fanuary +, 
it may feem ftrange that Levox fhould not 
have written to Queen Mary; or that he 
fhould have written to Queen Elizabeth, 
who had keen an openand declared enemy 
, to 
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} to himfelf and his fon, ever fince they came 
| to Scotland, had fupported the men who had 
combined to flay them #, and had kept his 
_wife clofely in prifon, till fome time after his 
fon’s murder. But the difficulty is removed, 
bya letter from fecretary Cecz/, dated the 
fifth day of March, 1566, where he acquaints 
usb, ¢ That the Earls of Argile, Morton, A- 
‘ thol, Murray, Caithnefs and-Glencairn did 
adhere together with the Earl of Lenox, 
who meant to be at Edinburgh very fhort- 
ly, as they pretended, to fearch out the ma- 
lefattors. That, as he heard, much un- 
quietnefs was like to grow about that mat- 
ter. The common fpeech, fays he, touch- 
eth the Earls Bothwell and Huntly, who 
remain with the Queen ; but how true the 
accufations are, I will not take upon me <o 
affirm the one, or the other; neither would 
I have you to utter any of thefe things, to 
condemnation of any of them, but as re- 
‘ports; not doubting but fhortly God will 
« caufe the truth to be revealed.’ Behold the 
religion and candour of this man, who had 
been acquainted with the defign, and had pro- 
moted it ¢ from the beginning ; yet he, like 
a pious chriftian, trufts in God! and defires, 
that in the mean time, it fhould only be re- 
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bCabala, p. 137. © Seeabove, p. 200. 207. 215. 
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ported of Bothwell and Huntly, that they did 
the thing which; he well knew, they did not: 
His friends; Murray and Morton, we fee, ha 
ving procured the fon to be flain, were now 
become prime counfellors to. the father; 
whom they not long before intended to havé 
flain alfo : And fo long as he would follow 
their advice, he would be heard at the court 
of England ; becaufe he could not fail to be 
dirested wrong, and fet upon wicked pro- 
jects and accufations of the innocent; thereby 
to draw a veil over the wicked deeds of thofe 
his new counfellors: The night before the 
trialhe came to Stirling, and then only was 
pleafed to writt to the Queen, ‘ That he 
¢ had but lately heard of the proclamations: 
‘ That it was not in his power to keep the 
¢ day appointed : For being prefently on his 


‘journey, of fet purpofe and deliberate mind | 


‘ to keep the fame, he was taken with fuch a 
é difeafey that he was in no condition to tra- 
‘vel: Defiring therefore that the perfons 
¢ accufed by him fhould be fhut up in prifon, 
‘and the trial poftponed, till he fhould con- 
‘veen his friends, and find out evidence ; 
‘asalfo, that her Majefty would grant him 
‘her high commiflion, to take and apprehend 
‘fuch. perfons as he fhould get knowledge 
« that they were at the cruel murder.’ Had 
the Queen complied, and granted thefe mo- 


deft 
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f deft : requefts; fhe fhould have foon found all 
i her true fubjeéts of any note in the kingdom 
| fhut up in jails. At the fame time he {ent his 
| fervant Robert Cuningham to attend the court 
in his name, not furnifhed with any evidence 
of the truth of his. accufation; but with pro- 
teftations that the court fhould not proceed; 
becaufe he hadno proof: And declaring the 
reafon of his abfence to be no difeafe; as he 
pretended in his letter to the Queen, but be- 
caufe his friends and fervants refufed to ac- 
company him: By which it is evident; that 
his defign was to decide the matter by no o- 
ther than club-law, and by making an in- 
farre@ion: And for this and no other end did 
he defire the Quéen’s high commiflion ; by 
which he wanted to be fortified and enabled 
to cut offevery perfon who had been deftin- 
ed for flaughter; when David Rizio was 
murdered, and many more: For Lenox had 
joined in that confpiracy ; and apparently 
had it more at heart at this time to purfue 
his old wicked {chemes, than to find out who 
were the murderers of his fon. The Earl 
of Areyle Juftice-general, with advice of the 
Lords and Barons his affeflors, found that the 
trial ought to proceed, becaufe Lenox, by 
his own Jetters which were produced and read 
in open court, had defired fhort and fum- 
mary procefg in the matter ; alfo in confide- 
eee tation 
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ration of the act of privy council, for that 
effect, and that the advocates infifted for the 
procefs to proceed according to the Earl of 
Bothwell’s earneft petition. And as there 
was not one particular fact, or prefumption, 
proved or alledged againft Bothwell, either 
by the advocates, or by Cuningham, Lenox’s 
fervant, the jury did acquit him; protefting 
that, as they had done according to their 
knowledge, they fhould incur no pain or pe- 
nalty of wilful error thereafter, on that ac- 
count. Neverthelefs George Buchanan thought 
fit to falfify and pervert the whole account of 
this matter, although he had the trial it- 
{elf before him, as it was publifhed by his af- 
{ociates, at the end of his own libel, called 
the detection 2. 

There ftill remains one objeétion to the 
fairnefs of this trial, namely, ‘That the Earl 
of Bothwell’s inditement was not true in one 
point, becaufe in. it the murder was faid to 
have been committed on the ix. day of Fe- 
bruary, altho’ in fa& it was committed two 
hours after midnight, which in law was and 
ought to be truly accounted the tenth day : 
And thus the acquital was but cavillingly de= 
fended ; and ’tis faid, that the Earl of Cais- 
ne/s entered a proteftation on that account. 
But there is no mention in the trial of any 

pro- 
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proteftation to this purpofe ; nor had the Earl 
of Bothwell the leaft occafion for that or any 0- 
ther fubterfuge whatever. 

The original record of the trial has not 
been feen, fo far as can be difcovered, for 
more than a hundred years bypaft : We have 
it only as thefe men were pleafed to give it 
in print, at the end of Buchanan’s detection ; 
where indeed the murder is faid to have been 
committed on the ninth day of February *. 
But feeing in the council-book, it is exprefly 
faid to have been done upon the tenth day, 
it is not eafily to be believed that it was o- 
therwife in the inditement originally : And 
any man who attentively confiders the pro- 
ceedings of thefe men, will conclude that the 
inditement hath been vitiated by themfelves. 

Certain it is, that in the depofitions of W1- 
liam Powrie » and George Dalglei/b, which 
it is pretended were taken by their privy- 
council, that is, by Morton and his fellows, 
that murder is faid to have been committed 
on the ninth day of February, and on a Sun- 
day, upon which day of the week, the ninth 
of that month did fall that year. Nay fur 
ther, they themfelves indited captain Bla- 
cader, for having been participant in the 
King’s murder, upon the ninth of February: 
CGC 2 And 


2 Ibid. P. 103. 114. > Sbid. p. 165, 173; 
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And upon the xiv. day of Zuly, they cons 
demned him *, and put him to death, al- 
though he conftantly denied that he was guil- 
ty, and altho’ they had not fo much as one 
witnels againft him. 

In like manner alfo, notwithflanding that 
there is afalfe note 7 fubjeined.todaatianel’s s trial 
about the error in the day of the month; yet 
in the 2oth leaf after that, they themf lives S 
s to be feen in the 
firft edition of Buchanan’sdeteGion in the Scot 
tifo \anguage, and in all the editions of the 
French tr aaflaci ion. At laft they altered it from 
the 9th to the roth day, in the edition printed 

at St. Andre: ws,in the year 1572. For thefe 
reafons ’tis more than probable , that ‘they 
were the perfons who did vitiate the word in 
Lothwell’s inditement, for want of better 
grounds for cavilling, 

But did not Lenox per aes this make fome dif- 
coveries as tothe murderers of his fon ¢ or, if 
he did not, how happened it that the Earl of 


repeat the fame thing, 
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Hothwell fhould afterwards have been accue 
fed and forfeited on that account; and what 
good evidence did they produce againft him? 
Why truly Lenox never found or faw any 
kind of Proof againft Bothwell, before he 
came to be Regent, befides Famtes Murray’s 
paiquils, or tickets, as Leow calls them. In- 
deed 

@ Sir Ludoyick Stewart’s MSS. collections. 
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deed after he was Regent, he faw the letters 
to Bothwell, which his predeceflor Murray 
had got forged, and the depofitions of fome 
of Bothwell’s fervants, which had been pro- 
cured much after the fame manner; and to 
thefe things he trufted, or feemed to truft; 
and in gratitude to the Earl of Murray, baie 
his fervice in that matter, he feldom menti- 
oned his name, without agding thefe words, 
Who refts with God; till Thomas Bie katate 
who went as his aaiba ade to Denmark, for 
having the Earl of Bothwell delivered up, 
fent home a writing from that country, con- 
taining matter fo very dangerous to the caufe, 
that Mortox and his collegues being required 
to produce it at the court of Finglantd, found 
themfelves obliged to fay that they had fent 
it away, but promifed to exhibite a copy of ir, 
out of which, as they fay in one of their letters, 
they omitted fuch things as they thought not 
meet to be fhown?, Lenox alfo omitted 
to enter this writing in his regifter ; for it was 
not expedient that the whole contents fhould 
be known, unlefs to lich adepts as were ful, 
ly inftruéted in their dark bloody myfteries : 
Whatever the contents might be, it is certain 
that after Thomas Buchanan’s return, Lenox 
put off all further enguiry after Bothwell till 
another opportunity, and until he fhould have 

) the 
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the Queen of Eagland’s advice +. ‘That 
Queen had very officioufly preffed the King of 
‘Denmark by her letters, ever fince the xxvil. 
day of March 1568, that he would fend 
home Bothwell to Scotland, to be tried for 
the King’s murder, promifing and undertak- 
ing on the word of a Queen, that fhe fhould 
take care that he fhould meet with nothing 
but equity, and that every. thing’ fhould be 
condu&ed with moderation and humanity ; 
defiring that the Earl himfelf might depend 
upon it for certain, that fhe would take all 
the care and pains imaginable to have it fo », 
But the Earl was too well acquainted with 
her royal words and deeds, to truft her. By 
{everal letters written to Demark afterwards, 
fhe defired that for her honour, the Earl 
might be firft fent ftraight to gland, to be 
conveyed from thence to Scotland. By her 
letter in the year1570, fhe defires that he 
might be thruftinto prifon, and bound in fet- 
ters, or rather fent home: For that it was 
in no wife honourable for a King to fuffer the 
murderer of another King to {troll about at 


liberty 


@ Quod ad Bothwellum attinet, quoniam ea de re re- 
{ponfionem fereniffimae dominae Elizabethae, Angliae, 
Franciae et Hiberniae reginae, fororis ac confanguineae no- 
ftrae, quam ea de re certiorem fecimus, expectamus, cau- 
fam illam in aliud tempus differemus. Lemox’s regi/ter of 
Letters, fol. 249. 

b See Robert of Gloucefter’s chronicle, p. 671. 
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liberty, and to’live without dread of punifl- 
ment. The laft of her letters which I have 
feen to this purpofe, is of the very fame date 
with Morton’s letter, about the writing that 
came from ‘Denmark, containing matters fo 
prejudicial to their caufe ; and of fuch a na- 
ture, that Merton and his fellows durft not in- 
truft the common poft, or an ordinary mef- 
fenger therewith, and were obliged to give 
a falfe copy of it; to wit, the xxiv. day 
of March 1571. The King of Denmark 
had not been punétual in anfwering Queen 
Elizabeth's former letters on this head: 
And as no further correfpondence can be 
found relating to this fubje@, there is fome 
reafon to think that Queen Elizabeth had re: 
ceived an anfwer prejudicial to the caufe, to 
the fame purpofe with that which Lenox had 
received ; the contents of which were kept 
fecret : But the confequence was, that fome 
differences did immediately arife betwixt Le- 
nox and Morton; and Queen Elizabeth be- 
gan to countenance the latter, and tonegle& 
the former : of which he complains in a letter 
to Cecil,in the end of Fuly 1571. ¢ For a- 
‘ny, fays he, that have been, or are, favour- 
‘ ers of the Earl of Morton, I find no fepara- 
‘ ration of them from me; for that, as indeed 
‘ I have given him good caufe, he and his are 
‘at my deyotion in the King’s fervice; he 
hath 
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«hath not been abfent upon any fuch pre- 
‘tence, for Ihave very well rewarded him 
¢ for his attendance; that he needs not find 
‘fault; nor to have recompence elfewhere. 
¢ Yet have 1 found fome haughtinefs and felf- 
‘ feeking, more than needed, in the faid Earl; 
“by divers his dealings with me; which, E 
< doubt, her Majefty’s letters fent to ‘him will 
¢ acoravate and increafé. For although, as E 
‘think, her Majefty,; upon informations, had 
‘ good meaning in the contents of her let- 
‘ters; yet furely, confidering the nature of 
¢ fome here, it fhould have much better flead 
€ to make good agreement and obedience, to 
‘ have countenanced me with her Majefty’s 
‘commendation to the nobility, that they 
‘might have perceived that het highnefs 
‘would fupport me in my upright govern- 
‘ment, againft any that fhould mifufe me, 
OH e.” 

The King of Denmark did at laft agree to 
fend home the Earl of Bothwell (and that, 
as it would feem, with the Earl’s confent) 
but firft he required to have obligations from 
the Queen of England, and from the King 
and three eftates of Scotland, that the Earl 
fhould meet with nothing but fair ufage; 
and that thefe obligations fhould be fent a- 
gainft the xxiv. day of Auguft Mpixxt. 
Now the King of Denmark could require no 
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i tefs either in honour or confcience: Lenox 
j fent that King’s letter to the court of England 
} upon. the xxv. day of May the year 1571; 
defiring that Queen Elizabeth would give 
{uch fecurity as the Dane required ; and ask- 
| ing her advice what he himfelf fhould do on 
| that occafion *.. But the propofal was too 
) juft and reafonable to relifh at the Engli/b 
+ court ; who wanted to have had_ the noble- 
| man delivered to them, without conditions, 
_ that they might murder him, either privately 
or publickly ; and then we fhould have had 
| a confeffion promulged in his name, both a- 
| gainft himfelf, and againft the Queen, worth 
4 hundred of the filly confeflion, which he is 
{aid to have made in Denmark, but which 
was more probably made for him in Ezg- 
 Jand. The King of Denmaré thus infifting to 
have fecurity for his juft treatment, and right 
ufage, and being likely to caufe fee him get 
juftice ; the matter was dropt. This certain- 
ly muft have given the King of Denmark a 
{trange opinion of their juftice and integrity ¢ 
For they were left altogether inexcufeable; 
and now it appeared that, whatever they 
had been pleafed to give out, they did not 
think it expedient to give Bothwell even a 
fecond fair trial. So much for Lenox’s die 
coverics. 
| ddd The 
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T he parliament met upon the third day: af: 
ter the Earl was acquitted by- his jury; being 
the xiv. day of 4pri/, and upon the xix. day, 
he obtained a band fubfcribed by all the cler- 
gy and nobility, and probably by fome o- 
ther members prefent *, ‘ That as’the Earl of 
¢ Bothwell had been tried by his Peers, and 
“honourably acquitted from the aceufation 
* which the Earl of Lenox, by his letters, had 
‘given again{t him, as guilty of the King’s 
“murder; and in confideration. of the anti 
‘ quity and noblenefs of his houfe, and good 
‘fervices performed by him in defence of the 
‘Queen and kingdom; they obliged them- 
‘felves, andevery one of them,’ upon their 
‘faith, honours, and-truth in their’ bodies, as 
“they were noblemen, and as they ‘would 
“anfwer to God; That in cafe thereafter any 
“manner of perfon or perfons, in what{oever 
‘manner, fhould happen to infift further, 
“to the flander and calumniation of the 
“faid Earl, ‘as participant arte and parte 
‘of the faid heinous ‘murder; whereof ordi- 
“nary juftice hath acquitted’ him’; and for the 
‘which he had offered to do his devoir 
“by the law of arms ; they, and every one 
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b See Bp. Keith’s hift. p.. 382. It would feem that 
Sir James Balfour did not take down all the fubfcriptions 
in his copy, but only the names of the great men.’ Vid, 
Append. p. 361. 
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) ‘of them, by themfelves, and their kindred, 
) < friends, affiftants, partakers, and all tbat 
| ‘would do for them, fhould take honett; 
) « plain and upright part with him, to the de- 
‘fence and maintenance of his quarrel, with 
‘ their bodies, heritage and goods, againft his 
‘ private or publick calumniators, bypaft or 
‘ to come, or any others prefuming any thing, 
¢ in word or deed, to his reproach, difhonour, 
‘ or infamy. 

‘Moreover, they weighing and confi- 
¢ dering the prefent time, and how their fove- 
‘reign, the Queen’s Majefty, was now defti- 
‘tute of a husband; in which folitary ftate, 
¢the common weal of the realm might not 
¢ permit her highnefs to continue and endures 
¢ but at fome time her highnefs might be, in 
‘appearance, inclined to yield unto a mar- 
‘riage : And therefore, in cafe the former 
¢ affeGionate and hearty fervice of the faid 
« Karl done to her Majefty from time to time, 
¢ and his other good qualities and behaviour, 
| €might move her Majefty fo far to humble 
| «herfelf, as by preferring one of her native 
born fubje&s, to all foreign Princes, to take 
‘to husband the faid Earl; they and every 
one of them, upon their honour and fideli- 
_ € ty, obliged themfelves, and promifed not on- 
‘ly to promote, advance and fet forward the 
‘ marriage to be folemnized and completed 
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‘ betwixt her Highnefs and the faid noble 


‘ Lord, with their yotes, counfel, fortifica- 
‘tion and affiftance, in word and deed ; 
‘ fuch time as it fhould pleafe her Majefty to 
think it convenient, and how foon the laws 
fhould allow it tobe done: But in cafe any 
‘ would aed dire&tly or indire&ly, open- 
‘ly, or under whatever colour or pretence, 
to hinder, hold back or difturb the faid mar- 
‘riage, they would on that behalf efteem, 
hold and repute the hinderers, adverfaries, 
or difturbers thereof, as their common ene- 
‘mies: And noewiehtlahay thereof, they 
¢ would take ‘one with and fortify the faid 
‘Earl to the faid: marriage, fo far as it 
‘ might pleafe their fovereign Lady to allow; 
¢and would therein fpend and beftow their 
‘lives and goods, againft all mortals, as they 
¢ would’anfwer to God, and upon their own 
‘ fidelities and confciences : And in cafe they 
‘ didin the contrary, never to have reputation 
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¢ or credit in no time thereafter, but to be ac- 
‘counted unworthy and faithlefs traitors.’ 
This band they fubferibed at Edinburgh, 
‘he xix. day of April Mp.ixvit. being the 
faft day of the varliatnent. The firft part of 
it was indeed reafonable ; but the fecond part 
treafonable: Yet what remedy ! for the whole 
members prefent, whether friends or foes, did 
agree and fubfcribe, 


U pon 


—— 


of King Henry Darnly. 367 

Upon the xxii. day of the fame month, 
the Queen went to Stirling to vifit the Prince 
her fon; the Earl of Bothwell at the fame 
time gave out that he was to prepare for an 
expedition to Liddifdale,to retity diforders on 
the borders, over which he was Lieutenant ; 
and having aflembled a thoufand horfemen, 
allin armour, under that pretext, he went 
out at the weftern gate of Edinburgh, upon 
the xxiv. day of April, as if he had only in- 
tended to have met the Queen in her return 
from Stirling, but in fa& to feize her perfon, 
and to make her his prifoner ; which he did 
at the Foulbrigs*, about half a mile weft 
fom the caftle of Edinburgh, carrying her, 
together with fome of the privy council, and 
others her attendants, firft into Edinburgh, 
and that fame night to the caftle of Duxbar, 
of which he was governor : Where he de- 
tained her and them for about twelve days. ~ 

‘In the mean time his lady, Yean Gordon, 
fifter to the. Earl of Huntly, brought an 
action againft him before Mr. Robert Mait- 
land, Dean of Aberdeen, Mr. Edward Henry- 

+n Doétor of laws, two of the Senators of the 


college of juftice, Mr. Clement Little, and 
Mr. 


a So Murray’s act of forfeiture againft Bothwell. Geo. 
Buchanan and others writg, that he feized the Queen at 
Almon-water,and others feck the place to the welt ef Lin- 


lithgow, but all of them erroneoufly. 
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Mr. Alexander Syme advocates, Commiflaries 
of Edinburgh, for a divorce on account of 
adultery, of which it was alledged he had 
been guilty with one of her maids called Bei. 
ty Craw urd: Which procefs was actually 
commenced before the Commiffaries upon 
the xxix. day of April, and was purfued in 
the lady’s name by Mr. Henry Kinrofs. For 
the Earl appeared Mr. Edmund Hay, and re- 

uired and obtained his antagonilt’s oath de 
calumnia, that he had juft caufe to purfue 
that ation : Which being done, he denied the 
libel. The Commiffaries after having made a 
fafhion of examining witneffes, gave fen- 
tence for the divorce upon the 3d of May, 
As the procefs cannot be found at prefent *, 
we are not enabled to judge of the evidence; 
but if it was fufficient, of which there is fome 
doubt, it was the only crime that ever was 
made appear againft Bothwell, before the rape 
of the Queen; r,otwithftanding all the obloquy 
that hath been caft on him fince. 

That very fame day on which this fen- 
tence of divorce was pronounced by the 
Commiflaries of Edinburgh, the Earl brought 
a reciprocal aétion againft his wife, before 


the Archbifhop of St. Andrews his court, for 
ha- 


b This account is taken from an abridgement of thefe 
proceffes in an old MS. belonging to Mr. David Falconer 


advocate, 
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having his marriage with her declared null 
and invalid, as having been contracted againtt 
the Canon Law, withouta difpenfation; becaufe 
he and the lady were within the degrees by 
it prohibited, as being fourths of kin in a 
double refpeé. The Archbifhop had dire& 
ed his commiffion for this purpofe to feveral 
ecclefiaftical perfons, or to any of them. Mr, 
Archibald Crawford Chanon of Glafgow, and 
parfon of Egh/bam, and Mr. Fohn Mander- 
fon Chanon of Dunbar accepted of the depuw- 
tation; and having examined witnefles, and 
gone through all the ufual folemnities in or- 
der, they gave fentence upon the vii. day of 
May, declaring the marriage to be,and’to have 
been:null from the beginning, in refpect of 
the parties contingence or proximity in blood, 
which debarred them from lawful marriage, 
without a difpenfation obtained before-hand. 
Matters being thus prepared, the Earl, ftill 
accompanied witha great force, brought the 
Queen to the caftle of Edinburgh, of which 
he was governor, upon the 6th or 7th of 
May, where he kept her prifoner till the 
v2th day, prefling her majefty to comply 
with the defires of her whole parliament, in 
accepting him for her husband, All this while 
no- man made: the: fmalleft attempt for her 
Majefty’s deliverance, or fhewed the leaft dif. 
fatisfaction, or, diflike at Bothwell’s proceed- 
ings, 
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ings, or even fo much as enquired at their So: 
vereign, what fhe would have them to do 4, 
George Buchanan, a man who fold himfelf 
to forge and falfify, for palliating the unparal- 
Icled crimes of his party, quite confounds 
the order of every tranfaétion at this period, 
bringing them. all in topfy turvy, fo as he 
might beftfhew them ina w rong light, and ob- 
{eure the truth. But finding no way of ju- 
Rtifying the fubjects for neglecting fo long te 
enquire about their Sovereign, he boldly af- 
firms that they, did fo, while the Queen as 
yet was in the cattle of Dunbar. ‘In the 
‘mean’ time, fays he, the more upright 
¢ part of the nobility [that is Morton and his 
¢ affociates, | being aflembled at Stirling, fent 
«fome perfons to the Queen to enquire 
‘ whether fhe was kept with or againit her 
¢ will 2. For if fhe was there againft her will, 
‘they would levy an army and fet her at li- 
‘berty. She received the meflage not with- 
‘out laughing, and anf{wered, That it was 
¢ true fhe was led thither contrary to her in- 


¢ clination, but was fo civilly ufed, that fhe 


¢ had {mall reafon to complain of the former - 


‘injury. Thus {coffing at the meflage/ 
Would any body have expected fo much, of 


Morton and his companions! or, can any 
one 


2 See the Queen’s own account of this matter, in Bp. 


Keith’s hiftory p. 388. 
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one believe it?) In fa& there was no fuch 
meflage fent by any body; and as for them, 
they never pretended to have done fo; nor 
indeed’ could ‘they ; unlefs they had refol- 
| ‘ved to involve themfelves in one contrariety 
whore: for George Buchanan himfelf produ- 
ced at York a warrant by the Queen, dated 
xix. of April, for fub{cribing the band which 
they gave to Bothwell, for furthering his mar- 
tiage with herfelf«;° after which a mef- 
fage of this kind was needlefs: That warrant 
had been by common confent delivered in 
keéping to the Earl of Argyle, as we are told 
by George Buchanan in his’ hiftory : If fo, 
I wifh he hadalfo told us how he himfelf hap- 
pened to have it fo ready at Yoré. 

~The Queen finding herfelf thus kept pri- 
foner in her ow capital, and that no mortal 
beftirred himfelf on that account; but that 
all who formerly ‘had been her friends and true 
fubjects; as well as the old rebels and traitors, 
were engaged to Bothwell, as fhe had good 
teafon to belie¢ve, both by their behaviour and. 
hand-writings, and refleting on the former con- 
{piracies from which fhe had narrowly efcaped 
fhe began to liften to his propofals of mar- 
riage : But becaufe that marriage could not 
have been accounted valid, unlefs her Majefty 
fhould be at liberty, in appearance at leaft, 
eee Bot: 
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Bothwell, with his friends, brought her upon 
the 12th of May, out of the caftle of Edin- 
burgh before the court of Seffion, and anum- 
ber of others of the clergy and nobility, 
where fhe allowed of the Lords of the Seffion 
for fitting during her captivity, ; and as to 
the Earl of Bothwell, fhe exprefled herfelf 
much in the terms which Buchanan falfly 
makes her to have returned to his worthy 
Lords at Stirling ; and declared herfelf to 
be free, if we may believe the entry in the 
record of Seffion that day, which. indeed 
came through very fufpicious hands before it 
was recorded, as is evident from the note.on 
its margin @. 

But her Majefty had only a fhew of liber- 
ty, till fhe created the Earl Duke of Orknay, 
and thereafter married him upon the xv. day 
of May. Their contra& of marriage is to 
be feen in the Appendix, p. 57. 

Although thefe proceedings of the Earl of 
Bothwell, and his behaviour towards the 
Queen, were moft arrogant and prefumptu- 
ous; yet much might be faid in excufe, as to 
his cafe in particular, which every man’s own 
mind will readily fuggeft to him: For cer- 
tainly thefe perfons who fubfcribed the band 
for advancing him to that marriage,and defend- 
ing and aflifting him in thefe attempts, were far 

more 


Ibid. p. 242. 243. 
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more to be blamed than he: But the party 
who firft joined in that band, and ftood by 
till the marriage was over, and then rofe up 
acainft him, were altogether inexcufeable. 
Thefe fhamelefs, unworthy and faithlefs 
traitors, as we are authorifed to name them 
by their own fubfcriptions *, being con{cious 
of their guilt in murdering the King, and 
dreading the difcovery, and the punifhment 
due to them on that account, had been ever 
after that meditating a new rebellion, being 
well affured of affiftance from England. And 
for a pretence, immediately after this. mar- 
riage, they fet up their old fham, ‘That 
their religion was in danger. All the efta- 
blifhment which it had till the parliament in 
April before, was an ordinance by the Queen, 
after her arrival out of France, That none 
fhould make innovation or alteration in the 
{tate of religion, as fhe found it then univer- 
fally received, Which ordinance they ftretch- 
ed and extended fo far beyond the original 
defign of it, that they would allow no mortal 
to worfhip God but in their own way, no not 
privately. Under this oppreflion, fome per- 
fons had applied to her Majefty, and obtained 
licences for the private exercile of their relt- 
gion. This they gave out to be an infringes 
ment of the ordinance above mentioned, and 
erere.2 began 
aSee above, p. 366. 
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began to cajl to arms on that, aceount. Siew 4 
rumours the Queen was. pleafed to refute, 
by a publick proclamation, the xxiii, day of 
May, appealing to every perfon, whether fhe 
had ever done any thing to the fubverfion of 
their religion; reminding them, that in the laft 
parliament fhe had abolifhed all penal laws, 
repugnant and prejudicial, to that pomla nts 
And by this proclamation fhe revoked -all 
fuch private licences as fhe had before grant: 
ed. And thus was their groundlefs eeoiatie 4 
bout religion ftifled. 

Upon the xxvii. of May; ber-Majefty re: 
folved to hold juftice-courts »wpon the ‘bor: 
ders, and by publick proclamation, warned 
the 
her at Melr o/s upon the xv.day of Fune, to 
that effe&. -Upon which the godly party, 
as they called themfelves, — to {pread 
falfe rumours among «the nechteils and: un: 
thinking vulgar, ¢ ‘Phat oe Majefty meant 
to fubvert the laws; to rejeét the coun: 
‘fel and affiftance of her nobility; to 
handle all things without any difcretion; 
‘ againft the ancient cuftom; and indeed 
¢ that fhe neglected the health, prefervation, 
‘ fure cattody, and government of her fon 
‘the Prince.’ Thefe calumnies alfo. fhe 
was pleafed to refute by a publick proclama- 
tion 


nobility and gentry albaround, to attend 
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tion upon the fourth day of Fune 

Such means having proved unfuccefsful, 2 
more expeditious project was foon concerted, 
namely, to furprife the Queen, and to make 
her prifoner. once more. . Phey had been 
forming their party for a long time, and were 
now become: as {trong as ever: For befides 
the Earls of; Morton and Glencairn, the 
Lords Lindfay. and. Ruthven, Kirkaldy of 
Grange, and many others of lefs note, who 
had been in former confpiracies and rebellions; 
there were now alfo combined in this con- 
{piracy the Earls of Athol, Montrofe and Mar ; 
the Lords Hume,Sanguhar and Semple ; Mur. 
ray of Ludlibardin, Ker of Cefsford, and 
Scot of Buccleugh. 
« Upon the 6th of Zune the Queen had gone 
to Borthwick caftle, and next day the Duke 
of Orknay Earl of Bothwell rode to Melrofs ; 
by which means her Majefty was left with 
{mall company about her; and fuddenly in 
the night-time the caftle in which fhe lay was 
environed by the Lord Hume, with eight 
hundred men : But within aday or two fhe 
made-her efcape, and got fafe to ‘Dundar, be- 
fore the other confpirators could arrive to join 
with Hume. 

Finding themfelves thus difappointed, they 
held their general rendezvous at Edinburgh } 

| and 

@ Records of privy council. 
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and having found by experience, that to 
throw out calumnies againft the Queen, fo 
Jong as fhe was at liberty, would only tend 
to expofe themfelves; they put another 
face on the matter, and gave out by procla- 
mation, * that they were affembled for relie- 
‘ving the Queen’s Majefty from the captl- 
‘ vity in which fhe had been detained now 
‘ for a long {pace of time ; fo that fhe neither 
‘ was in a condition to govern her realm and 
‘ fubjects by the advice of the nobility, nor to 
‘ take trial of that moft cruel and abominable 
‘ murder committed upon her late husband, 
‘ their Sovereign Henry Stewart of good me- 
‘mory. ‘To accomplifh which ends, and 
‘ to caufe juftice to be adminiftred equally to 
‘ all the fubjeéts ; to purge the realm of the in- 
‘famy and flander, with which it was as 
‘yet calumniated among all nations, and to 
‘ preferve the Prince’s perfon from all who 
‘ would invade him, they, as of their duty it 
‘ appertained, were to run all hazard of dan- 
‘ ger or inconveniencies: And therefore com- 
‘manded and charged all the fubjects, and 
‘ particularly the inhabitants of Edinburgh 
‘to affift them.’.This * proclamation they 

publifhed upon the xi. day of Fune. 
The-next day, it feems, they had got fur- 
ther intelligence, which they publifhed by 
another 


@ See Anderfon’s ColleCtions, vol. 1. part 2. p. 128. 
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another proclamation, ‘ even that they under- 
€ ftood that Hames Earl of Bothwell had put 
‘ violent hands on their fovereign Lady’s 
‘moft noble perfon, fhut her up in prifon 
‘in the caftle.of Dunbar, and, by unlaw- 
¢ ful means, feduced her to an unhoneft mar- 
‘riage with him, and detained her as yet in 
‘ captivity : And further, that they were As= 
¢ sUREDLY INFORMED, that the fame Earl, 
in order to bring about that marriage, was 
¢ the principal author, devifer, and inftru- 
‘ment of the King’s murder. They pro= 
ceeded alfo to confirm all thefe things by 
their own falfe argumentation ; that it well 
appeared to be fo, becaufe the Earl, when he 
had the Queen’s perfon in his hands, caufed a 
pretended divorce from his wife to be wrong- 
fully made; and. the procefs and fentences 
all begun and ended within two days +. They 
further added, ‘That they were informed how 
‘that Earl was even then making fome af 
‘femblies of men,. perfuading them to afitt 
‘him: Which they could interpret to be for 
‘ no other end, than to commit thelike murder 
‘ upon the fon, as was done upon the father : 
« Whom they were minded to refift with all 
‘their forces, and to deliver the Queen out 
‘of the moft miferable bondage ; and there- 
‘fore gave orders to fummon the whole 

kingdom 
a See above, p. 368, 369. 
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“kingdom to their ‘afliftance, within forte 
¢hours after the publication of their aét; upon 
‘ the pain to be treated as enemies. 

Upon the xiv. day of Fune the Earl of 
Bowe vell brought the Queen from ‘Dunbar, 
together with fuch forges. as’ he had levied, 
and came that night to Setox. Next day be- 
ing Sunddy,; the rebels marched out of - 
dinburgh with all the foree that they could 
raife, or that the kirkmen could imcite to join 
with them; but would not have dared to 

venture with all thofe, had they not got 
fome accidental affiftance, in this manner : 

‘The King of Denmark was then in ule to le- 
vy men in Se otland, toferve him in his wars, as 
the Dutch now do, and have done for many 
years paft. Over thefe prefided a Scots officer 
called Coroner ; and one captain “ohn Clark, 
an officer of fome experience, but a man 
altogether faithlefs and immoral, then held 
that poft. He had come to Scotland fome 
time before, in order to levy fome compa- 
nies of foldiers, and three htindred gentle. 
men, for the King of Denmark’s fervice + for 
which he ober licence from the Oiteet 
and Duke of Orknay: And when he had 
compleated his levy, and accoutred them, 
he joined with thefe rebels, to affift them 
not only with the men, but alfo with fuch 
quantity of the King of Denmark’s money 
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as he had remaining in his hands *; and went 
along with them to Carverry : But when they 
¢ame there, they did not find themfelves fo 
far fuperior in numbers as they had imagined ; 
and therefore, inftead of ehgaging fuddenly, 
they chofe to hearken to the mediation o 

Le Croc the French Ambaffador ; and in the 
mean time, as we are told, began to vapour, by 
challenging Bothwell to fight, not with any 
of their principals, but with any of two of 
their vain-glorious bullies, Kirkcaldy of Granges 
or Lord Lindfay ; whom they call undefa- 
med, although they had been guilty of rob- 
beries, rebellion, affaflinations and murders 
‘1 cold blood. But the Queen would allow 
of no fuch determination of the matter ; for 
however brave the Earl of Bothwell was, and 
how generally foever this method of trial had 
obtained ; yet every body knows, it was at 
bet a barbarous prattice, and carried with it 
no manner of conviétion: But to the ring- 
leaders of the rebellion, the iffue of the com- 
bat was a matter of indifferency, if. they 
were fafe themfelves. 


rt At 


a Lenox’s regifter of letters. T his Clark with fome 
of his fubalterns, were, by their falfhoods, the authors of 
confining Bothwell in Denmark ; but upon a fair hearing 
he was releafed, and Clark, with fome others, thruft into 
prifon ; and one of them, called Campbell, had fentence of 
death pronounced againft him 5 but Clark efcaped by the 
carne(t interceflion of the Queen of England, 


980 Inquiry into the Murder 
At laft the rebels fent Kirkcaldy of Grange 


to the Queen, ‘defiring her to caufe the 
‘ Earl of Bothwell to pafs off the fields, alled- 
ging that he was fufpeéted of the murder 
of her late husband, till that matter fhould 
be brought to a trial, and that fhe fhould 
pafs with them, and ufe the counfel of her 
nobility, [by which word, in all their writ- 
ings and hiftories they mean themfelves only, 
altho’ they were by far the fmalleft part, 
and moft worthlefs;] then they would ho- 
nour, ferve and obey her Majefty, as their 
‘ Princefs and Sovereign,’ 

The Queen, who had a@tually been in cap- 
tivity, and during that time had been con- 
{trained to confent to a marriage, to which 
fhe never feems to have been, fully recon- 
ciled«, whatever has been faid or {worn to 
ithe contrary, began to liften to the propofal : 
And Kirkaldy, taking the Earl of Bothwell 
by the hand, defired him to depart, promifing 
that no man fhould purfue him. When the 
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Queen came to the rebels, Morton, in name: 


of the reft, ratified the promife made by A7ré- 
aldy, and, addrefling her Majefty with great 
reverence, ufed thefe words: ‘ Madam, here 
‘is the place where your Grace fhould be; 
‘and we will honour, ferve and obey you, 

fas 
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f as much as ‘ever. the nobility of this realm 
) «did any of your predeceffors.’ 

Morton and his fellows had thefe their en- 
| gagements thrown in their teethat York by 
the Queen’s commiffioners 2; but never ven- 
tured to deny any part of them; yet their 
manner of fulfilling them,was by bringing her 
to Edinburgh, and treating her as fhe came 
along the ftreets with the greateft indignities 
that malice could invent, and encouraging 
the rude ftupid mob to do the like. Then ia 
the night time fent they her away privately 
and forcibly, and fhut her up prifoner in 
Lochlevin. 

The next day they entered into a band or 
covenant, ‘ to affift one another in following 
‘ forth their quarrel as they callit, until the 
¢ authors of the cruel murder and ravifhing 
‘ fhould be condignly punifhed ; the unlaw- 
‘ful marriage diffolved and annulled; their 
‘ Sovereign relieved of the thraldom, bon- 
¢ dage, and ignominy which fhe had fuftained 
‘by the Earl’s occafion ; the perfon of the 
¢ innocent Prince repofed in full furety, and 
¢ relieved of the imminent danger (fay they) 
_ in which he now ftands ; and, finally ju- 

‘ {tice reftored >, ove. 
fife Now 


2 Append p. 164. 
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Now the Earl of Bothwell, whom they had 
in a manner difmiffed yefterday, was by them 
charged with all thefe things ; and they in- 
ferred from his proceedings, that he was ouile 
ty in all thefe points : For although in their 
proclamation of the xii. of this month, they 
pofitively affirmed that they were affiuredly 
informed that he was the principal author 
and devifer of the murder *; yet now we 
hear not one word of their information, nor 
at any time after ; for they thought meet to 
drop it altogether; which no man will believe 
that they would have done; and indeed they 
otight not, had there been any truth in the 
matter. And after this, who can give the 
Jeaft credit to any part of their proclamations? 
And with what face could they cry out on 
the Earl of Bothwell as a ravifher of the 
Queen, and againft his marriage with her, 
after their chief ring-leaders had fubfcribed 
the band above-mentioned >? But did they 
not firlt get a warrant from the Queen her- 
felf, for fubfcribing that band, before they 
would confent? And was not that very war- 
rant produced at York ©? If it was fo, there 

could be no rape, nor would there ever havé 
beenany fhew of a rape; becaufe it would have 
been the moft confummate folly and weak. 


ne{s 


2 See above, p-377- > p. 364. © Append. p. 87. 
$40. Buchanan hilt. xvill. 26. 
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nefs to feign a rape after granting fuch a war- 
rant. But the Earl’s proceedings fhew that no 
warrant was granted; they therefore ftand 
manifeftly convicted of the forgery of that pa- 
per. Thus, from the very nature of the 
thing, either their accufation of the Queen, 
or their accufation of Bothwell, mult have 
been falfe: And if the latter was true, 
they themfelves were acceflories to the crime. 
Their argument too, concluding that Bozé- 
well mutt have flain the King, becaufe he 
married the Queen, is rather an affront to 
common fenfe, than any thing to the pur- 
pofe: Although. it muft be acknowledged, 
that we hear it daily in the mouths of people, 
f-om whom better things might be expeé- 
ed; as if the Earl of Bothwell would have 
been lefs anxious to marry the Queen, if 
thefe men had murdered her husband, than if 
he had done it himfelf! or, as if no perfon 
would have married her, but he who mur- 
dered her husband. 

Becaufe they had.no kind of proof, nor 
tolerable prefumption againft Bothwell before 
hand, they endeavoured to fupply that great 
deficiency by an after-game. Accordingly 
upon the xxvi. day of Fune, they publifhed 
another proclamation, that no perfon fhould 
harbour or fupply Bothwell ; and, for a rea- 
fon, they give this extraordinary piece of 

“news ; 
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news: § That NOW, by juft trial taken, 


‘he was found not only to have been the 
‘inventer and devifer, but the executer 
‘ of the King’s murder, with his own hand ; 
‘as his own fervants, being in company with 
‘ him at that unworthy deed, had teftified a, 
How this fhould be called ajuft trial, or why 
Bothwell fthould be faid to have done that 
deed with his own hand, are points for which 
one cannot eafily account. But this is evi- 
dent, that whatever certainty of this matter 
they pretended by their publick: proclamati- 
on to have received, they acted in private a 
if they had got none at all: For by the next 
following act. of their pretended council, paft 
that fame day, they ‘ ordained William 
‘ Blackader and three others, as fulpedted of 
‘the King’s murder, to be put to the tor- 
‘ture, for trial of the verity None of 
thefe four had ever been accufed by any of 
Bothwell’s fervants ; and all of them ftood 
out againft their torture ; yet were they put 
todeath, withour having the crime made ap- 
pear againft them, either by their own con- 
feflion, or by the teftimony of witnefles, 
And this was. found to be neceflary ; after 
they had been tampered with and tortured, 
to 


* Council-book, See Anderfon, vol. x. part. 2. p. 
340. Bp. Keith’s hift. p. 407. 
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to make falfe confeffions, left they fhould 
have difclofed the fecret. 

Hence it is manifeft from their own atts 
and deeds, that they ferved Bothwell much 
after the bon manner as they ferved the 
Queen, They thruft her Majefty into prifon 
upon the xv. or xvi. day of Zune, and jufti- 
fied the fa& by letters which they pretended 
to have found on the xx, of that month; but 
which really were after that forged by them- 
felves. And they had rifen againft the Earl 
on the vii. day of Yune, had proclaimed him 
guilty of this crime on the xii. day, and yet 
had no foundation for that accufation till the 
xxvi. day of that month: It is therefore al- 
together unreafonable to fuppofe, that thefe 
cconfeffions were not procured i in the fame 
manner as the letters. 

- They produced in England the confeffi- 
ons or depofitions of William Powrie, George 
Dalgleifh, Fohn Hay and Fohn Hepburn, 
who had been fervants or attendants on the 
the Earl of Bothwell+, by which every one 
of them, of their own free will, is made to 
confefs his own and the Earl’s guilt, very 
plainly. and particularly, without any one 
witnefs brought againft them, or without be- 
ing confronted one with another, and with- 

out torture too, as it would appear. Thefe 
depo- 


© Anderfon’s collections. vol, 2. p. 165. 
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depofitions, in feveral paragraphs, agree fo 
clofely, and in the fame words, although they 
were made at very diftant times, that it is 
incredible. that different perfons, or even the 
fame perfon at fo diftant times, fhould have 
told the fame ftory, without greater variety 
in the expreflion ; or that the clerk fhould 
have written them fo, without having the 
one at hand when he wrote the other. And 
this is no better fign of their being genuine 
than their difcrepancies as to feyeral faéts; 
which are very remarkable. 

Although Morton and his fellows, in their 
proclamation, did affrm that Bothwell’s fer- 
yants had confeffed ‘ that he was the execu- 
¢ ter of that murder with his own hands ;’ yet 
sn thefe confeffions there is nothing like it, 
but only that he devifed it, and they did it 
themfelves, by blowing up the lodging with 
powder. 

This powder being in a trunk and leathern 
mail, was brought by Powrie and onePatrick 
W ilfon from Holy-rood-houfe to the lodging, up- 
on Sanday late at night, all at once, upon two 
horfes, both belonging to the Earl,as Powrie 
{wore the xxiii. of Zune *. And this he mut 
have known as well as he knew, whether he 
went upon his head or his heels ; and he con- 
firms it by this token, that. while they men 

dcli= 


a Ibid. p. 166. 
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I.delivering the powder to Ormifton and o- 
) thers, the two horfes had flipt away, and that 
lhe and Wilfon carried the mail and trunk 
back again to the Abbay. 
| And yet being re-examined upon the third 
| of Fuly, he {wears, that they carried up the 
| powder at two feveral times, upon one horfe, 
which did not belong to the Earl either, but 
to Herman his page: By the token too, that 
at the laft carriage, he himfelf carried up an 
empty powder-barrel, fo big, that it could 
not be gotin at the door of a great lod- 
sing 3. | 

It would feem that, after the firft examina- . 
tion was over, it had been difcovered either 
that the Earl had no horfes in town at that 
time, or, that the people who had the care 
of them, could have attefted that Powrze 
and Wilfen had no accefs to them; which 
occafioned this contradiction, 

This powder had been brought to the 
Earl of Bothwell’s lodgings the day before, 
being Saturday the eighth of February, at 
night by Hepburn of Bolton, as Powrie 
{wears >, 

And yet it muft have been brou ght five or 
fix days before, all along from “Dunbar ; yea, 
which is very ftrange, it was brought feveral 
days before Bothwell took any thought of u- 

e268 fing 
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fing it to that end; for he had determined 
to flay the King in the fields; and never 
changed that pelirpa fe rill within two days be- 
forethe murder, as Sohn Hepburn of Bolton 
{wears 

Powrte {wears, that he knew the contents 
of the trunk and mail to have been: :powder, 
becaufe the fame was in fundry pocks within 
the mail and trunk +, 

But as Fo bn Hay and ohn Hepburn do 
fwear, the powder, .at leaft fo much of it as 
was in the trunk, was taken out of it, and 
put in pocks after it was brought up: Now 


they were the perfons who received it from 
Powrie and Wilfon, and carried it to the 
King’s houfe, and turned it outin a heap in 


the middle of the floor of the Queen’s icham- 
ber ; and there they tarried till the Queen 
and her company, andthe Earl of Bothwell 
among the reft, were gone to the Abbey of 
Foly-rood-houfe ; after which they fet fire to 
the lunt ¢, and came away. 

The Earl of Bothwell, ’tis faid, after chang- 
ing his cloaths, came back to the King’s 
lodging, bringing along with him Powrie, 
‘Dalgleifb, ¥ilfon, and Paris, But no rational 
motive can be conceived, that might have in- 

duced the Earl to change his clothes, or to 
‘ return 


“Ibid. p. 183. > Jbid. p. 166. © Ibid, p. 180, 
781, 183. 186, en | te): ea 
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) feturn at all, when he had left ‘two men be- 
} hind him, and nothing to do but to fet fre 
| to the match : Or; if he would needs return, 
why fhould he have taken fo many alongft 
with him; unlefs it was for this very pur 
pofe, that they might bear witnefs that he 
was perfonally prefent? However, in this 
all the depofitions agree : let any man believe 
them who can. 
_ A more extraordinary matter follows ¢ 
For Fohn Hay and Fobn Hepburn do {wear, 
that before the others came back they had 
fired the match, by which, in a fhort time 
after the Earl returned, the gun-powder, as it 
lay on the floor of the Queen’s chamber, being 
kindled, did blow up the lodging in the air 
And for that very reafon thefe depofitions or 
confeffions mutt follow: it, for they cannot 
pofibly be true: Becaufethe vaults and foun: 
dationftones were blown in the: air; with 
the teft of the lodging ; which, fromthe na- 
ture of the thing, could not-have been effedt- 
ed by fome powder laid in the floor of a room 
above the vaults; but muft have been the ef- | 
 fe& of a mine under ground: And that it | 
was adtually a mine, hath been made appear } 
already, by fufficient records of that time *. | 
Soine however aré not to be convinced by 
992 records, 
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records, nor will believe any thing but. what 
they find in their favourite hiftorians. Such 
therefore may confult trufty George Bu- 
chanan, who will inform them, ‘That *TrHry 
‘ kept in their own cuftody the keys of two 
¢ doors, one of them’ being the key of the 
¢ lower room, where after they had under- 
mined the walls, they filled the canals with 
“ oun-powder >.’ And, a little after. ‘ The 
Queen flept two nights in the lower cham- 
‘ber. Marry fhe was afraid, fays he, left 
‘ifthe lower part of the lodging had ftood 
empty, the noife made by the people dig- 
‘ ging the canals, or paflage of the mine, and 
‘ bringing the powder into it, fhould raife in 
‘fome of the fervants a fufpicion of. treach- 
wierye 
Tt is true indeed, that in what he calls his 
hiftory, he tells another tale, namely, < that 
« the fame powder for blowing up the lodging 
‘ was laid down in the lower chamber, where 
“the Queen had flept fome nights¢? But 
how that which wasa mine digged under 
the walls till the year Mpuxrx. fhould have 
afterwards become the Queen’s chamber, let 
his 


a 


* 


*« 


a THEY.] Thatis, Paris, who, he tells us, kept the 
keys.of the fore-door and back-door, which Bothwell had 
keptup. See his detection, c.13. 

> See his action or pleading, c. 19. 20 
Hill. GE a Soe 3, 
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his admirers explain. It is fufficient for the 
prefent purpofe that it was at firft a mine. 
- Thefe things being fo, what becomes of all 
their boafting of evidence againtt Bothwell? 
Murray began the accufation of his Sovereign 
inthefe words: ‘As Fames Earl of Bothwell 
¢ was the chief executer of that horrible and 
< unworthy murder ; fo was the Queen in 
¢ the ‘foreknowledge, counfel, device, per- 
¢ {yader and commander of that murder.’ A 
man would almoft be tempted to grant the 
whole of this, to wit, that the firft part of the 
fentence was equally true with the laft ; be- 
caufe, for aught appears, there is no truth in 
either. And one might venture, I think, to 
advance the contrary, ‘ that As Zames Earl 
‘of Bothwell was not the executer ; fo nei- 
¢ ther was the Queen the commander of that 
‘murder.’ At leaft it may well be inverted 
thus: That as the Queen was not the com- 
mander of that murder, and did not write the 
letters to Bothwell for that purpofe; fo nei- 
ther is there any probability or reafon to think 
that he was the executer, or even knew any 
thing of the matter. 

If ic fhall be faid, that fetting afide the con- 
feflions of thefe perfons above-mentioned, 
there are ftill too many evidences of Both- 
well’s guilt remaining. Mr. Carte, from 2 
letter of Monfr. de Fenelon, sth Sanuary 

4574: 
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1574, acquaints us, That Zames Ormifion of 
Ormifton confefled that the Earl of Bothwell 
fhewed him a paper, fub{cribed by the; Karls 
of Argyle, Huntly and, Morton,. Sir James 
Balfour and fecretary. Maitland, promifing 
him afliftance in murdering. the. King a; 
And, from other ‘authors, he mentions an 
octopartite deed, which they fay was drawn 
up amongit thefe perfons and others, to the 
fame purpofe. 

Tis hoped that none will expec to have 
the proof of a negative attempted 5 for Jet 
any other man, who was-then in Edinburgh, 
be accufed, and it will be found a difficult 
matter to fhew at this diftance of time that he 
was not guilty, unlefs thefe confeffions could 
be fupported ; which cannot be done... As to 
Ormifton’s confeflion, it is to be feen in Sir 
Lewis Stewarts colleGions.. It is a paper 
drawn up by ohn Brand minifter at Floly- 
rood-houfe, much after the common form of. dy- 
ing {peeches, but with moreart. This Brand 
was afterwards one of the fabricators of Mor 
ton’s confeflion>, He has indeed put the 
names of all the perfons mentioned in Monfr, 
de Fenelon’s letter into Ormuiflon’s dying 
fpeech, Morton’s only excepted, who was then 


Regent ; and therefore ic was not tobe ex- 
, pected 
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a Hift. vol. 3. p. 531. » Seethe Append, to Craw- 
furd’s memoirs, 2d edit. 
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pected thar he would be ranked in this clafs 
by Mr. Brand. Morton pretended in his 
confeffion, that he durft* not venture to pu. 
nifh Urchibald Douglas, whom he knew to 
be’ guilty of the King’s: murder ; but he did 
venture to execute Ormiffon, without a trial, 
whichis no great fign of his guilt. 

As to the otopartite deed, if it had ever 
appeared, it would doubtlefs have thrown 
fome light upon this dark fubje& : But the 
vague tales of hiftorians do not fo much as 
prove that there ever was any fuch thing. It 
is certain that Walfingham, the Engh/b fecre- 
tary, who furely had more opportunities of 
good information than many others, did 
miftake the band given to Bothwell for his 
‘marriage with the Queen, for a band to affift 
him in killing the King 2; and “tis probable 
that there was no better foundation for the 
octopartite deed. 

If it fhall be objeGted, that it is a terrible 
thing to fuppofe that Murray, Morton, and 
the re(t of them, would have been fo ex- 
travagantly wicked, as to murder innocent 
perfons fo cruelly, and then to forge fuch 
confeflions in their names: The anfwer is 
obvious, that they moft certainly did fo with 
Nicholas Hubert. They alfo put captain 
Blackader to death, without either evidence 
or 


2 See the preface to Balfour’s practicks. 
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or confeflion 2, They had entered into bands 
and affociations for murdering people in cold 
blood ; and had openly fulfilled one of them, 
when they murdered David Rizio. ‘They 
formed the confpiracy for murdering theKing | 
in the year 1565, while the Earl of Bothwell 
was yet out of the kingdom ; which we find | 
them ftil purfuing ia the end of the year, | 
1566. Vhis in February thereafter, they got | 
effet%ed: And then they forged eight. let- 


ters, two contraés of marriage, befides a 
warrant and fonnets, in the Queen’s name, 
and fwore that they were of her writing, to 
make her to be efteemed the author of their 
own abominations. And as their own actions 
were prodigioufly wicked, fo likewife the 
patronized and defended others who had © 
been guilty of the like crimes, "Thus when 
Cardinal Beaton’s relations and executors 
brought an action of aflythment, for his flaugh- 
ter, againft Kirkaldy of Grange, one of his mur- 
derers, Murray and his pretended parliament 
in Augu/t 1568, {candaloufly difcharged the 
Plea, ‘ becaufe the Cardinal’s flaughter, fay 
Lit : ¢ they, was done for the common weal, and 
. ¢ prefervation of the FAITHFUL: And 
¢ becaufe the whole goods [in his caftle} 
¢ were feized by the Frenchmen, [who took 
it 
a They were convicted, fays Calderwood, but denied»with 
obftinate denial. Hift, MS. But how were they convicted : 
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«it from.hismurderers] by my Lord: Gover- 
‘ nor’s command,, who had the authority for 
‘the time, oc. And immediately, Grange 
entered a proteftation, that nothing done by 
him in that caftle, after the flaughter of the 
Cardinal, fhould be laid to his charge by the 
Cardinal’s heirs thereafter. 

All the while fome of them well knew, and 
it ig now a notorious faé, that the Cardinal 
was murdered at the inftigation of K. Hen 
ry VIII. of England, who bribed the murder- 
ers to commit that deed; and to,burn and 
deftroy the Abbots, Bifhops, and other kirk- 
mens lands, ¢c. All which they did take in 
hand, and entred into a covenant with Henry 
for thefe purpofes ; and the firft meffenger for 
tranfacting this matter betwixt them and Hen- 
ry 3, was Dr. George Wifbart, commonly 
called the martyr. 

Thefe things are undeniably evident. And 
is it to be imagined that fuch men were more 
{crupulous in the cafe of Powrie, Dalgleifh, 
Hay, Hepburn, or Ormifton ? If any perfon 
fhall be of that opinion, let him only try his 
skill to fhew that their confeflions are true 
and genuine. Whoever he was that drew 
them up, he hath not always had before his 
eyes the difference betwixt day and night: 

joumeumey For 
a Dr. Mackenzie’s lives, vol. 3. p- 18- Haynes’s 
{tate papers, p. 32. 
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For altho’ all matters relating to that murder 
were tranfaéted,according to them, about mid- 
night the rothcof £ebruary, joft\.after. the 
change of the moon; yet are they all: made:to 
know one another, notwithftanding that they 
met ‘without doors, ina ‘dark night ;» and, at 
parting,every one declares by which:way the 
re(tt went, as if ithad been at noon-day. 

Tt is alfo carefully to be noted, ‘that Mur- 
ray and his party had before this, sat fix fe- 
veral times 2, plotted to cut off Bothwell, 
and therefore it is furprifing to think othat 
they would have made him privy to fuch 
deep confpiracies : But that he fliould have 
been the executer in their ftead, was only 
barely poflible, but altogether improbable : 
Addtothis, that they found great difficulty 
in getting a pretext to fupport their accufa- 
tion of him, as we have feen already, p. 333. 

They themfelves, notwithftanding ‘all that 
they had faid and fworn againft Bothwell, 
did not ftick afterwards to lay the blame 
upon the Archbifhop ot St. Andrews, as alfo 
upon fome of their own faction, fuch as fecre- 
tary Maitland and Sir Fames Balfour. And 
both thefe did’ at laft recriminate upon’ /Mor- 
ton > ; for Murray was then dead. 

Secretary 

4 Above, p. 190. 244. 303. Bp. Keith’s hilt, Ap- 


pend. p. 160. 167. 
b See the preface to Balfour’s practick’s. 
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Sécretary Maitland’s -cafecis very fingular. 
The? Earl cof Lenow chad» caufed Lhomas 
Crawfurd) the famous évidence,; of whom be- 
fore aytolappear in Afurray’s council, and acs 
eufe the fecretary of- the-King’s murder ; 
which he did in the end of 4ugu/? 1569,while 
the vfecretary fat atthe, council-table, with 
the reft.. Upon this. Murray confined him, 
firft \in the caftle of Stirling, and afterwards 
in the cattle of Edinburgh ; of which his 
friend Kirkaldy of Grange was governor ; and 
appoirited him to be triedon the xxiv. day of 
November. Againft that day Murray bad at- 
fembled:.a great: convention at Edinburgh, 
and. had. Morton ftationed at Dalkeith with 
three thoufand men; which was all. a fham. 
For when the fecretary was to be brought 
down.from the caftle to undergo his trial; 
Murray adjourned it fine die, ufing a fophi- 
{tical {peech to this purpofe : 
‘ My Lords and Gentlemen; when ye en- 
‘ terprifed the revenging of the King’s flaugh- 
“ter, L was in France: Thither ye fent 
‘to me, defiring me to come home, and take 
‘upon me the government. Ye caufed me 
‘totake an oath, that I fhould revenge the 
‘ murder of the King to the uttermoft ; and 
‘ye,onthe other part, did fwear to fortify 
“ me, 
hhh2 ‘ Now 
*P. 53. 
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¢ Now there is aogentleman accufedofthat 
¢ murder ; and I purpofed to take trial» But 
« ye have conveened to hinder juftice:'There- 
‘ fore ye fhall underftand that 1 will continue 
« the day of Jaw till another time: If he be 
‘ clean, he fhall fuffer no harm: And if he be 
< found guilty, it fhall not be in your power 
‘to fave him 4.’ "hus, he fhifted the blame 
off himfelf, upon his aflociates; and there 
was no more about that matter during his 
time. 

Soon after Murray was fhot at Linlithgow, 
Morton aflembles a numerous. convention, of 
almoft the whole party, upon the xiviiday,of 


February ; and before: them. it was pleaded 
on the fecretary’s behalf, ‘ Thatoalthongh 
‘ he had been accufed in the latter end of .4u- 
< guft, of being participant of the moft odious 
‘ crime of the murder of the King; by the 
¢ publick accufation of a man without a man- 
‘ date, or commiflion, and had been put in 
« prifon by the late Regent, where he had 
‘ continued ever fince.; yet that was not the 
‘true reafon that moved the Regent: and 
‘council to ufe him fo ; but rather that they 
‘ were then perfwaded by the long whifper- 
‘ing and fuggeftion of the fecretary’s private 
¢ enemies, to conceive that he had>trafficked 
‘ for the overthrow of the King’s eftate, and 

* the 
a See Calderwood’s hift. MS. 
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‘the wrack and deftruction of all the:noble- 
< men, and» honeft men, who hadentered 
‘in his» quarrel: In’ both which, ‘as God 
‘knew his innocence, fo had he been; ‘and 
« prefently was ready to make the fame’ patent 
«to the world, by undergoing the ordinary 
trial and judgment in fuch cafes.’ Then 
each of them being interrogated particularly, 
they all declared, that none of them knew 
him to be guilty of the murder, nor would ac- 
cufe him, but believed him to be innocent, 
and innocently calumniated: And therefore 
did acknowledge and recognofce him as an ho- 
neft innocent of thefe matters, and accept- 
ed.and received him again into his own rank 
and office ®. 
Neverthelefs he was forfeited that fame 
year, for that very crime by Lenox, when he 
came to be made Regent; for whichhe blamed 
Morton. And after Morton was fet up as 
Regent, fecretary Maitland wrote a letter 
to the young laird of Carmichael, to be com- 
municated to Morton, in which he charges 
him: with ingratitude. ‘He was, fays the 
‘ fecretary, the chief procurer and follicitor of 
‘ my pretended forfeiture, for a crime, where- 
«of, he knows in his conf{cience, I was as 
‘innocent as himfelf :? By which expreflion, 
he certainly meant that they were both guil- 
ty : 
* Act privy council, 
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ty: And fo Morton well underftedd «him: 


for he anfwers in thefeé words ?/* "Towards 
his forfeiture, fays® Morton, when it Shalt 
¢ be confidered, who then had the govern- 
«ments; for what caufe the forfeiture ‘paffed; 
¢[ think they will notefteem me the chief 
¢ procurer or follicitor thereof’: For the Earl 
‘of Lenox, then Regent, having the adimini- 
¢ {tration of juftice in his hands, and the caufe 
¢ being the murder of the King his fon; ‘it 
‘might be well thought that there’ needed 
‘little procuration or follicitation.°° That I 
«knew him innocent, in my ‘confcience, ‘as 
‘myfelf! The contrary thereof is true ?/For 
¢ J was and am innocent thereof; but’ could 
‘ not affirm the fame of him, confidering’ what 
©] underftood of that’matter, of his own con- 
< feffion to myfelf * before.’ Behold the man 
who had got this very perfon declared inno- 
cent in February 1570! 

When the caftle of Edinburgh ‘was fur- 
rendred in the year 1573, the fecretary fell 
into Morton’s hands; who not daring to ex- 
ecute him publickly, caufed him to be poi- 
foned. 

Now feeing it hath been made appéar‘al- 
ready, that the Earl of Murray was the prin- 
cipal projector of that murder >, in the’ year 

1565 
¢-Banantyne’s continuation of Knox. Calderwood’s 
hilt, Ms. > p. 202. 4g : 
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1569, and) that. he ftill purfued the: defign 
till it was accomplifhed.: And as thefe let 
ters do make it plain that. Morton and fecre- 
tary. Maitland were alfo guilty ; and that if 
they were not prefent themfelves, yet dr 
chibald Douglas and Fohn Binning were fent 
by fome of them, and-aétually prefent at the 
execution of that wicked deed; as alfo that 
Fobn Know appears to have been a partici 
pant. with the reft of them: And indeed fo 
far‘as. the matter can be traced with any cer- 
tainty and confiftency, that both the contri 
vance.and execution appears to have been 
the work of men of their party only : Moft 
reafonable it feems to be, that the whole 
fhould. be afcribed to them. And thus the 
{tory will proceed uniformly, without either 
embarraffment and inconfiftency, or the afli- 
{tance of the rack, or any torture or forgery; 
vouched by their own voluntary confeflions or 
writings; and exaétly fuiting their charaéter. 
Whereas in the accounts commonly received, 
itis quite contrary. All Murray and Morton’s 
declarations, proclamations, oaths, acts of 
council and parliament concerning this mat- 
ter, are founded on: manifeft falfhood, and 
inconfiftent among themfelves.  Bothwell’s 
men are made to confefs things inconfiftent 
andimpoflible. ‘Their confeflions as to the 
perfons 
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perfons prefent cannot be true, fince Archi- 
bald Douglas and Fohn Binning were at that 
murder. The thing was done by {pringing 
a mine, which required fome time for prepa- 
ration, and not as they fwear, by. fetting a 
match to powder thrown fuddenly and care- 
lefly ina heap, upon the floor of an upper 
chamber. Finally whatever becomes.of their 
confeflions, the guilt, of Murray, Morton, 
Lethington, Archibald Douglas, and. Fehr 
Binning is evident. But. one. cannot fail to 
perceive, that they muft have had many more 
afiftants, for example, fome perfons to dig the 
mine, concerning which there is nothing to be 
found in the pretended confeffions..of Both- 
well’s fervants. 


CHAP. XII. 


Of the Queen's fight into England, 
and ber ufage there. : 


( Ueen Mary made her efcape out 
Z£, of Lochlevin upon the fecond day 
of May 1568, after fhe had been detained in 
prifon there, near eleven months. The com- 
pany that affembled to her were waylaid by 
her rebels, and worfted in an engagement at 
ELangfide, wpon the xiii. day, chiefly through 
the ill condud, to fay no worfe, of the Earl of 
Argile ; and upon the xvi. day of that fame 
month, fhe fet out from Dumfries ina boat, 
and landed at Wurkington in England ; unad- 
vifedly indeed, but not fo far fo as is com- 
monly thought ; for fhe had been encouraged 
by Queen Elizabeth and her minifters to do 
this. There is in the paper-office at London, 
a minute of a letter from Q. Elizabeth to 
Throckmorton her ambaflador, dated xiv. day 
of Fuly 1567, in which the defires him to 
invite Queen Mary and her fon alfo into 
England ; ‘ becaufe her realm appeared to 
‘be fubje& to fundry troubles from time to 
¢time; andthereby, as it was manifeft, nel- 


« ther her own perfon free from danger, nor 
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‘her fon: If fhe fhould be contented herfelf 
“to enjoy quietnefs, fhe fhould be glad to 
“fhew to. her and hers the true effeé@. and 
‘fruit of friendfhip. And though percafe, 
‘for her own part, fhe would think it againft 
‘her eftimation and credit, to forfake her own 
“country for any refpeés, yet fays, Eliza- 
* beth, fhe may be by you remembered how 
*much good may enfue to her fon, to-be nou- 
rifhed and acquainted with our court.’ 
The words of this minute concerning Q. 
Mary herfelf, have a dafh through. them, 
and other words are added by Cecil’s hand, 
about fending her fon: With what view, it is 
not eafy to determine; but it appears from 
other vouchers, that fhe was encouraged by 
Throckmorton and others to go to England ; 
and the day before fhe. efcaped out of Loch- 
levin, fhe wrote to Q. Lhzabeth, about-a 
ring,that fhe had got in exchange from E/i: 
zabeth, with many fair promifes, which fhe 
had fent to Robert Melvzl/] privately 3. Te 
appears alfo from other vouchers, that E/i- 
zabeth had {ent her a diamond, with promife 
of affiftance.a, 

Very foon after fhe had landed in Eng- 
land, Murray made an offer to accufe her 
of the murder of her husband; and, on 

that 
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that condition, Elizabeth engaged to fortify 
and proteé& him in the government of Seot- 
land. “With much ado they perfuaded the 
Queen of Scots to confent to a hearing of 
the differences betwixt her and her rebels : 
But after many proteftations that all was 
meant for her advantage, for reftoring her te 
her crown and kingdom, and for her fecurity 
thereafter, fhe at laft confented, and com- 
miffioners were appointed on all hands. Their 
tranfactions are printed at full length in the 
f{econd volume, which will give more fatistaéti- 
on to the curious, than any thing that might 
be faid about them. The key to them is, the 
bargain betwixt Q. Elizabeth and Murray, 
of which the introduétion to this volume doth 
treat briefly. If one keeps that always in. 
mind, he can hardly be at a lofs to perceive 
the drift of the little arts and prevarica- 
tions ufed by Queen Elizabeth and her mini- 
fiers, to make Murray’s forgeries to pafs for 
Queen Mary’s writings; the unreafonable e- 
vafions ufed to keep thefe vile forgeries from 
the' view both of Queen Mary and her com- 
miffioners ; and the pitiful fhifts and great 
pains taken to flave off her accufation of 
Murray ‘and Morton, for murdering her 
husband; and to let them efcape, under 
fome fort of colourable pretence. ‘There one 
will clearly fee the mean daftardly behaviour 
oe of 
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of thefe »men;° who; when theyowere® chal- 
lenged and openly accufed: of that: odious 
crime by their ‘Sovereign’s: commiffioners, 
durft not venture>to have that matter ex- 
amined, out of meer°confcioufnels: of guilt ; 
nor had they any thing'to fay for themfelves, 
“but, ‘that they would go to Bowtomtothe 
« Queen herfelf, to fee whether fhe would ac- 
¢ cufe them : Which, they faid; they believed 
‘ fhe would not do: Altho’ theyhad her com. 
“miffions for that purpofe before ‘their eyes, 
G. Buchanan was prefent, and heard and faw 
all thefe things: And by comparing the'record 
of the tranfactions of that day, which was the 
xi. of Zanuary, with the account that he ‘gives 
in his hiftory, Book xix. chap. 24. we have 
one glaring inftance more of his fhamelefs fa]. 
fifications: ‘The truth is, that Murray and 
his party did in fa& lofe the “caufe at thefe 
conferences, notwithftanding all Queen ‘Hiz- 
cabeth’s efforts in their favours, altho? Liacha- 
nan, and after him Sames Anderfon have im- 
pofed upon the world, by reprefenting ‘the 
matter otherwife: And the iffue of them 
was rather better than was/ to: have been “ex- 
pected, when an adulterous baftard, who'had 
feized the government of ‘one of her king 
doms, washer accufer, before an umpiré'in 
the fame condition, who ‘had been*putin 
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poffeffion of two other kingdoms, which alfo 
of tight belonged to her only. 

Qiieen Elizabeth finding that fhe could 
not -get matters. fo much to her mind as. fhe 
at firftexpected, thought fit to difmifs. Mur- 
ray, with five thoufand pounds as a reward in 
the mean time for his forgeries and perjuries, 
and an order to her wardens of the mar- 
ches, for: the fafety and protection of his 
worthy perfon and train. But Queen Ma- 
Ry’s commiffioners» were detained a. good 
while, upon falfe and frivolous pretences. 

Tt-remains to fhew the Queen’s ufage in 
England,and the many indignities that. were 
done to her, during her confinement there, 
for near nineteen years. How in the year 


15 84,-an aflociation was made in England, 


for defence of the Queen’s perfon, as they 
faid, but in fa& to murder their true Queen; 
in which they bound themfelves by oath, that 
if any attempt fhould be made upon Queen 
Elizabeth’s life ; by which any perfon. [ Q. 
Mary] might be advanced to the thrones; 
why, ‘in revenge of this, they would murder 
Mary.’ This affociation was ratified by 
their, parliament the year following. ‘Then 
they fent out their emiffaries,. to inveigle 
fome unwary, perfons into fome fort-of practi- 
ces; and it feems) did fo; but nothing lke 
thevabfurd accounts that they gave out, of 
inva- 
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invafions, killing Blizabeth, &c. For what 
madnefs would fuch undertakings have been 
in fourteen ordinary Engli/bmen ? However 
they put them to death ; and then, following 
the example of the Earl of Murray, they for- 
ged fome letters of correfpondence betwixt 
Queen Mary and Anthony Babington, one 
of thele pretended confpirators. “hus they 
thought the ends of their affociation {ufficient- 
ly compafled. They difcharged her fervants, 
{eized her two fecretaries ; and, by their infor- 
mation, fuch money as fhe had in her hands, 
which was only about 7o00 French crowns, 
and litthe more than two thoufand pounds 
Englifo money ; for ‘the ref{t was in the 
French ambatlador’s' hands. ‘They tamper- 
ed with her fecretaries, and, for fear of death, 
made them atteft fome letters, none of them 
of any confequence, excepting that to Ba- 
bington, which carries in it -grofs marks’of 
forgery. Yet we are told that Babington 
and her fecretaries had acknowledged that 
letter. But what could'they acknowledge ? 
The Englifh miniftry produceda copy, but 
never pretended to have had the. original’: 
Nor had they the courage to affirm at their 
mock trial of the Queen, that her fecreta- 
ries had acknowledged that copy. For E/- 
gabeth fent a\ great number of the Engli/h 
nobility and gentry to bring the Queen to 
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a trial. Thefe murderers met at Fotheringay, 
upon the xii. day of Odober, and aftera cons 
fufed rhapfody. of idle tales, and allegations, 
withoutvany tolerable proof, condemned her 
to die, in terms of their holy affociation. 
This being done, that the nation, in a'mane 
ner, might be involved in the guilt of the 
murder, the parliament aflembled; and to 
them, Sir Thomas Bromely Chancellor, re: 
hearfed }a long winded ftory about Anthony 
Babington’s con{piracy, and Queen Mary’s 
concern therein. But as Bromely, it would 
feem, was not fo converfant in their plots, as 
to make their foolifh incredible ftories han 
together tolerably, old Cecil refumed the 
matter fome) days thereafter. "Then Eliza. 
beth was addrefled by petition upon petition 
from her parliament, to murder Mary. But 
fhe thought by her. flattering letter to her 
moft faithful Amias Pawlet, and. by plain 
commands to him from both her {ecretaries; 
inher name, to get Pawlet to murder her 
privily, as being bound to do fo by his af- 
fociation oath; thus imagining to turn. the 
blame from herfelf upon him. But neither 
Pawlet, brutal as he was, nor Drury, would 
be. perfwaded ; for they well knew their 
danger.” She therefore called them dainty 
fellows, who would profefs much, but: -per- 
form nothing, altho’, as fhe faid, they were 
bound 
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bound by their oath to put that: Queen’ to 
death. Therefore fhe figneda warrant:her- 
felf for the murder, and when that was over, 
laid the blame upon David/om one of cher fe- 
cretaries, and {wore that fhe knew nothing of 
the matter. 

To reprefent. “all this wickednefs and chi- 
canery ina clear light, to canvafs the mock 
trial, and to fhew the barbarous carriage of 
the-murderers, and the Queen’s heroic be- 
haviour at her death, might perhaps prove 
ufeful : For fome people finding thefe things 
reprefented in a light quite favourable to Q. 
Elizabeth, have been tempted to bear 4 hand 
‘nthe like aétions once and again, fince that 
time. And as all the ftories invented againft 
Q. Mary’s honour, and. carefully difperfed 
by Q. Elizabeth, have been fhewn to be vile 
calumnies, it were no difficult matter to re- 
criminate, and to fhew that Q. Elizabeth pra- 
&tifed all thefe things herfelf, fo far as one in 
her fituation poffibly could , with many more 
‘llaudable actions of divers kinds. But.as this 
would take up a fmall volume, it muft be 
deferred till another opportunity. 

After they hadmurdered the Queen, not yet 
{atisfied with inventing falfhoods concerning 
her, they gave out, that fhe had left her right 
to the crownof Exgland to the King of Spain, 

by 
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| by her teftament written with her own hand, 
the night before fhe was murdered: How 
truly, doth well appear from the teftament 
itfelf, which follows 
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LE 
TESTAMENT 
DERNIERS PROPOS 


Rorne DESCOSSE. 


AU NOM DU PERE, DU FILZ, ET 
DU S. ESPRIT. 


gE Marie’ pat Ja grace de Diev Royne 
d’Efcoffe, doiiairiere de France, eftant 
preflée de mourir, & n’ayant moyen de faire 
mon Teftament, j’ay mis ces articles par e- 
ferit, lefquels j’entends & veux avoir mefme 
force que s’ils eftoient mis en forme. 
Proteftant premier, de mourir en la Foy 
Catholique, Apoftolique, Romaine. 
kkk Premiet 
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Premiier, je veuxiqu’il foit faiét! un-fervice 
complet pour mon’ ame, ‘en PEolifes Sama& 
Denys én Frande,” & Tautre i> Si Pierre de 
Rheims, ot tous mes ferviteurs fe trouveront 
enla maniere quw il fera ordonné: par ceux a 
qui j’dy donné la charge icy defloubs’ nom- 
mez. 

Plus, qu’un obit annuel foit fondé, pour 
prier Dizu pour mon ame a’ perpetuité,“ au 
lieu & en Ja maniere qu'il fera advifé le plus 
commode : 

Pour 4 quoy fournir, je veux que mes mai- 
fons de Fontaine-Bleau foient veridues; * ‘efpe- 
rant qu’au furplus que le Roy m’en ayde- 
ra, comme par mon memoiré je le requiers. 

Je veux que ma terre de Trefpigny de- 
meure 4 mon coufin de Guyfe, pour une de 
fes filles, s’y elle vient X¥ eftre “mariée °en 
fes quartiers. Je quitteray la moitié des arre= 
rages qui me font deubs, ow une partie, a 
condition que l’autre -foit payée, pour eftre 
par mes exécuteurs employée en aumofne 
annuelle : Pour & quoy ‘mieux pourvoir; ‘les 
papiers feront recherchez & delivrez felon 
Paflignation, pour en faire la pourfuite. 

Je veux aufli que argent, qui fe retirera 
de mon procez de Secondat, foie -diftribué 
comme il s’enfuit. of 
Premierment, ala defeharge du payement 
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édemeés debtes, & mandements cy apres nom- 


mez; quilne feront ja payez. 3 

Premieryles deux mil, efeuz de Courlé, que 

je veux luy) eftre payez, fans. nulle, contea- 
digton, comme eftans en fayeur de mariage, 
fans que Nau, ny autre, luy en puiffe rien de- 
mander, quelque obligation qu’il en aye, 
Wautant.qu’elle n’eft que feinte, & que lar- 
gent eltoit a moy, et non emprunté, lequel je 
ne-feis que luy monftrer, & Pay depuis retire, 
& me l’a on pris avec le refte a. Ghartelay, 
lequel je uy. donne sul te peult recovrir, 
comme. il a efté promis, pour payement des 
quatre mil francs promis par ma mort, & mil 
pour marier une fienne foeur, & m/’ayant de- 
mandé le) refté pour-fes defpens en prifon. 
>} Quant 4 Vaffignation de pareille fomme a 
Nau, elle n’eft pas obligation, & poursce a 
tousjours efté mon intention, qu’elle fuft la 
derniere payée, & encores en cas quiil faffe 
apparoir n’avoir fai& contre la condition 
pour laquelle jeles luy avois donnee, au tef- 
mioignage de mes, ferviteurs. 

Pour la partie de douze cent efcus qual 
m’a fai& allouér par Iny empruntez,. pour 
fervice. de Beau-Regard, jufques a fix cens 
efcus, & de Gervais trois cens, & le refte je 
ne fecay, dont il faut qu'il les repaye de fon 
argent, .€ quejen fois quitte, & VPaflignation 
éaflée, car je n’en ay rien receu, mais eft le 
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tour’en fes coffres,y fi ce n’eftoitoqurils:€h 
foyent payez. Par -deca (comme! queyice 
foit) il faut que cefte partie me revienne bon- 
ne, n’ayant rien recen,&'s’y- elle eftoit payée, 
je dois: avoir. recours) fur fon bien. 

Et plus Je veux que Pafquier compte les 
deniers. qu'il a defpendez & receuz-par le.com- 
mandement de Nau, par les mainsodes fervyi- 
teurs de Monfieur Chafteau-Neuf :Vambafla- 
deur de France, 

Plus je veux que mes comptes foyenteuys, 
Scomone Lhreforier payé. 

Plus que les gages & parties de mes gens, 
tant-de lannee paflée que de la prefente,-foy- 
ent tous payez avant toute autre chofé,tantiga- 
ges que penfions ; hors-mis. les» penfions» de 
Nau..&. de Courlé, jufques a sce; que>lon 
{cache ce qui en doit advenir, & ce qwils au- 
rant merité de moy pour penfions, fi-ce:n’eft 
que la femme de Courleé foit en neceffité, on 
Iny mal trai&té pour moy, Des gages de Nay 
le mefme. 

Je vieux que les deux mil quatre cens 
francs qui j’ay donnez a Jehanne Kennedy luy 
foyent payez en argent, comme il eftoit 
porté en fon premier don, ;quoy -faifant la 
penfion de Guillaume Duglas) me réviendra, 
feats le je donne a Fonteny pour fes feryi- 

s & defpens non recompenfez. 

by: veux, que les quatre anil efcus, desce 
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Bancquier foyent follicitez & repayez;.duquel 
Pay oubliéle nom; midis PEvefquede Glafcoy 
sen refouviendra aflez); & {plafhgnation (pre- 
miere venoit 4 manqtier,> je veux qu'il deur 
en foit donné une fur les premiers deniers de 
Secondat, | 

Les ‘dix mille francs que PAmbafladeur 
avoit receu. pour moy, je veux qu’ils foyent 
employez entre mes ferviteurs qui fervent -a 
prefent : Afcavoir ; premier, deux mil francs 
Sumon Medicin, deux mil a Elizabeth Curle, 
deux mille francs a Sebaftien page, deux mil 
‘aMarie*page ma filiole. A Beau-Regard mil 
francs, a Moubray mil francs. Mil a Gorgeon, 

mil°a’.Gervais. Plus’ fur les autres de- 
niers demon revenu, & refte de Secondat, 
‘& de toutes mes cafualitez, je veux eftre em- 
-ployez cing cens francs ala mifericorde des 
pauvres de Rheims, a mes Efcoliers deux 
mil francs, au quatre’ Mandiants, la fomme 
quwib femblera neceflaire a2 mes  executeurs, 
felon les moyens qui fe trouveront. 

Cing cens francs au Hofpitaulx. 

A VEfcuyer de Cuifine Martin, je donne 
mil>francs. 

Mil francs a Annibal, & je laiffle’ a mon 
coufin’de Guile fon-parrain, 4 le mettre en 
quelque lieu‘pour fa vieven fon fervice, 

Je laiffe cing cens francs 4 Nicolas, & cing 
gene pour fes filles quand il les mariera, 
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Je laiffe cing cens francs a Robin ‘Hamil: 
ton, & prie mon fils le prendre, & Monfieut 
de Glafcou, faulte de luy, ou lEvefque de 
Roffe. 

Je laiffe a Didier fon greffe foubs Ja Seiten 
du Roy. 

Je donne cinq cens francs a JeanLandor, 
& prie mon coufin de Guife, ou du’ Maine, le 
prendre enleur fervice, & iles Meffieurs de 
Glafcou & de Roffe qu’ils ‘ayent foing de le 
voir pourveu: Je veux que fon pere foit 
payé de fes gages, & Iny laiffe cing cen$ 
francs. 

Je veux que mil francs foient payez a 
Gourjon pour argent & aytres chofes qu al m’a 
fourniesen ma nesslli 6 

Je veux que fi Bourgoing accomplift le 
voyage du veu qu’ila faié& pour moy a §, 
Nicolas, que quinze cens francs Iuy foient liu 
rez a ceft effect. 

Je laiffe, felon mon peu de moyen, fix mil 
francs 4 ’Evefque de Glafcou, trois mil 4 ce- 
luy de Roffe. 

Je laiffle la donaifon des cafualitez °& 
droits Seigneuriaux receptes, a mon: fillof, 
fils de Monfieurde Ruifféau. 

Je donne trois cens frances ‘4 Laurens, plus 
trois cens francs 4 Sufanne:” 

Je laifle-dix mil francs entre les quatre par- 
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ties qui ontefté refpondants pour moy, & au 
folliciteur «parmy: "4 
 Jeveux que argent provenant des meu- 
bles que j’ay ordonné eftre venduz a Londres, 
foit pour defrayer le- voyage de mes gens 
jufques en France. : 

Ma coche je la laifle pour mener mes filles, 
& les chevaux pour les vendre, au autrement 
en faire leurs commoditez. 

Il. y 4 environ cent efcus des gages des an- 
nees paflees, deubs 4 Bourgoing, que je veux 
luy eftre. payez. 1 

e laiffe deux mil francs 4 Melvin mon 
maifire d’ Hoftel. 

Jordonne pour principal executeur de ma 
yolenté, mon’ coufin le Duc de Guyfe, & a- 
presiluy’Archevelque de Glafcou, l’Evefque 
de Rofle, & monfieur de Ruiffeau mon Chan: 
cellier. i 

Jentends que fans faulte que Le Preau jou: 
yile de fes deux prebendes. 

Je recommande Marie Page ma fillole, a 
ma coutin madame de Guyfe, & la prie dela 
prendre \ fon fervice, & ama tante de Saing 
Pierre, de faire mettre Moubray en quelque 
bon lieu, ou la retenir en fervice. Pour Vhon- 

neur de Dieu fais&t-ce jourd’huy, feptiefme 
Feurier, Mil cing cens quatre-vingts fept. 
Marie R. 
M E- 
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MEMOIRE, des. dernieres requeftes 
gue jay faictes au Roy. | 


De me fair payer, tant de ce quwil me 
doit de mes penfions, que d’argent avane 
cé par la feué Royne ma mere. en Efcoffe, 
pour-le fervicedu Roy mon beau Pereences | 
guartiers, pour le moins tant qu’un obit foie 
fondé pour mon ame, annuel, '& que les aul: 
mofnes & petites fondations par moy promi- 
{es foyent parfaictes, | 

Plus, qu’il lay plaife me laiffer lajoniflancé 
de mon doiiaire un_an apres ma mort, pour 
recompenfer mes ferviteurs. | 

Plus, s'il Iuy plaift Jaiffer les gages & pen : 
fions diceux leur vie durant, comme fut faic | 
aux-ofliciers dela Royne Alienor. 

Plus, je luy-fupplie recevoir mon Medicix 
i fon fervice, comme il a promis, & Pavoir 
pour recommandeé. 

Pius, que mon Aulmofnier foit remis én fori 
eftat, &,cn_ma faveur pourveu de quelque pe: 
tit benefice,, pour-prier Dieu pour mon ame 
le refte de fa vie. 

Plus,, que _ Didier, un vieil Officer de ma 
bouche, anquel j’ay.donné un Greffe pour re- 
compenfe, en puifle jouyr fa vie durant, eftant 
ja fort aagé. Faict le matin de.ma mort, ce 
Merciedy huicticfme Feurier, Mil cing cens 
quatre-vingts fept. MarizE R. 
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